69rH CoNGRESS SENATE { Repr. 1197
2d Session Part 4

SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES

FEBRUARY 12, 1927.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. ReEep of Missouri, from the Special Committee Investigating
Expenditures in Senatorial Primary and General Elections, sub-
mitted the following

PARTIAL REPORT

[Pursuant to Senate Resolution 195]

Comes now said committee and further reports to the Senate that
under the authority of said resolution it proceeded to take the testi-
mony of various witnesses touching the matters covered by said
resolution. That in view of the authority contained in said resolu-
tion and of the fact that the Senate possesses the inherent power,
and that it is the right of the Senate to inquire into and ascertain the
qualifications of its members; and that the Senate is also charged
with the duty of enacting legislation to promote the interests of the
United States Government, and especially in view of the fact that
section 4 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States expressly
empowers the Congress at any time by law to make, alter, or change
the times and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre-
sentatives, there would seem to be no doubt as to the power of
Congress to ascertain all facts bearing upon any of the subject
matters aforesaid.

Your committee accordingly sought within the limits of its just
authority to pursue its inquiries and lay before the Senate the facts
touching the nomination of candidates for the Senate, the relation of
such nominations to the general election to be holden on the 2d day
of November, 1926, together with such information growing out of
said elections as might be of value to the Senate in framing future
legislation.

All of the acts of the committee and all of the testimony by it taken
are disclosed by the printed records of the hearings, which are hereby
referred to and made a part of this report, as fully as though set forth
herein. Likewise, said reports disclose all questions which were pro-
pounded to the witnesses, together with the refusal of certain witnesses
herein named to answer the interrogatories propounded and the rea-
sons alleged by said witnesses as grounds and reasons for such refusal;
all of which appears in said printed records. o
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Your committee sets forth the following conclusions of fact which
will be found to be sustained by said printed record:

TiLiNors

On the 13th day of April, 1926, there was holden in the State of
Illinois a primary election at which candidates for the United States
Senate were to be nominated, and also certain National, State, and
county officers, to wit: Representatives in Congress, State treasurer,
superintendent of public instruction, State senators, State representa-
tives, and other State officers; judges of county courts, county treas-
urer, sheriffs, county clerks, county commissioners, and other county
officers.

The statutes of Illinois relating to primary and general elections
will be found in Revised Statutes, 1925 (Smith-Hurd) (ch. 46, secs.
1 to 495), which are hereby incorporated by reference.

For all practical purposes it may be said that no candidate for the
Senate at the last election in the State of Illinois could have any
reasonable hope of election unless nominated in the primary by one
of the regular party organizations. The intimate relation of the
primary and general election and the interdependency of the latter
upon the former can not be subject to any serious dispute. -

The evidence discloses that Frank L. Smith and Senator William
B. McKinley were the leading candidates for nomination on the
Republican ticket for the United States Senate. For the purposes
of this report it is only necessary to briefly refer to Senator McKin-
ley’s organization. His campaign was directed by Henry I. Greene
and was heavily financed by Senator McKinley himself, all of which
appears more fully in the former report of your committee (S. 1197,
pt. 1), which is herewith incorporated by reference.

The campaign of Frank L. Smith was in the direct charge of his
manager, Representative Allan F. Moore. The facts relating to the
collection of money and the contributors and the inability of the
committee to secure a full list of the contributors, is set forth at page
5 of the committee’s report (No. 1197, pt. 1).

The evidence clearly discloses that the so-called Crowe-Barrett
organization, otherwise known as the Republican organization of
Cook County, was a powerful political organization or combination
exercising great and in many instances dominant control in the various
wards and precincts of Chicago.

This organization, taken as a whole, was directly interested in the
promotion of the nomination of Mr. Smith for the United States
Senate. It was also interested in the nomination of a county and
State ticket. There were a few defections from the general course
and policy of the organization, but the evidence discloses that the
Crowe-Barrett organization in general exercised its powerful influence
and its machinery for the purpose of promoting the nomination of
Mr. Smith. ‘ .

It is fair to say that without the support of that organization, Mr.
Smith would probably have been defeated at the primary. The
evidence sufficiently discloses that this organization expended con-
siderable sums of money, and that the whole effect of the money
-received by it went, with the exceptions of the negligible defections as
ahove stated, to promote Mr. Smith’s nomination.
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The foregoing facts make it manifest that it was impossible for
your committee to ascertain to what extent money was used to
influence the nomination of Mr. Smith, unless it could learn the
amount of money expended by the Crowe-Barrett combination in
conducting its general fight for the nomination of the county and
State ticket—Mr. Smith being clearly a direct beneficiary of all of
the influence of that organization and of all of the money by it
expended. )

Accordingly, your committee sought to ascertain how much
moneys had been contributed to the Crowe-Barrett combination
and the method of expenditure of such moneys and the benefits
accruing to Mr. Smith from the work of such organization and
moneys expended. At that point, the committee was confronted by
the refusals of the witnesses hereinafter named to answer interroga-
tories put_to them. The committee again refers to the entire testi-
mony and proceedings before it and makes such testimony and
proceedings a part of this report, but for convenience of the Senate,
your committee herein sets forth in some detail the facts relating to
the conduct of the following witnesses:

SaMUEL INsuLL

Samuel Insull appeared before your committee and was sworn on
July 26, 1926. He reappeared on August 4. His testimony on both
dates is here reproduced:

TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL INSULL

(The witness had been previously sworn by the chairman.)

The Caairman. I believe you have been sworn, Mr. Insull?

Mr. InsvLL. I have; yes, sir.

The CuairMaN. Please state your full name.

Mr. InsuLn. Samuel Insull.

The CurairMAN. Your place of residence?

Mr. INsyLL. No. 1100 Lake Shore Drive, Chicago.

The CuairmaN. Your business?

Mr. InsuLL. Utility executive; and farmer, incidentally.

The CuairMAN. You are about the same kind of a farmer that Ike Stephenson
was, are you not?

Mr. InsuLL. Not quite as bad as that.

The Cumairman. Senator Ike, I mean. I remember that at a time when he
had one cow and about 20 banks, I think, he described himself as a farmer.
Well, Mr. Insull, we all know who you are, and that is a mere pleasantry, or an
attempt at pleasantry.

You have heard the testimony that has been given here to-day, I believe.
You have been present?

Mr. InsuLn. Yes, sir.

The CuairmaN. How much money did you contribute to Colonel Smith’s
campaign?

Mr. Insurn. $125,000.

The CuairMan. Can you give us the dates when you made the payments?

Mr. INsuLL. No; I have not got the dates. I paid the money in three pay-
ments. One was toward the end of last year, $50,000. [ made another sub-
seription—it may have been in February or March, I do not remember which—
of $50,000; and then I made a further subseription of $25,000. I have spent
some more money in connection with the matter, but that represents the money
I subseribed to Colonel Smith’s campaign.

The CratrMAN. You say you spent some more money?

Mr. INsuLL. Yes.

The Cuarrman. In connection with Colonel Smith’s campaign?



4 SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES

Mr. Insunn. Well, no; it affected Colonel Smith’s campaign. I spent some
money directly which, while I think he knows I was doing something in that
direction, and I think Mr. Moore knew I was doing something, I do not think
they either of them have any idea what my expenditures were in connection
with it. It was in connection with the World Court agitation.

The CrarMAN. Since they do not know about it, will you tell us?

Mr. InsuLL. I spent $26,904.34 on a campaign against the World Court
amongst the foreign-language groups, and in addition to that I spent $2,330.85
in connection with newspaper advertising in the foreign-language newspapers.

The Crairman. For Colonel Smith?

Mr. InsurL. No. Those expenses were incurred by me in carrying on propa-
ganda against the World Court.

The Cuarrman. That being an issue in the campaign, you figure that it was
beneficial to Colonel Smith?

Mr. Insurn. There is no question but that it was beneficial to Colonel Smith,
but I would have spent it just the same, whoever was the candidate, hecause I
am very much concerned on that subject—on the subject of general European
relations of the United States.

Then, in addition to that, I spent $4,500 on similar propaganda, especially
among the colored people. I can not give you the details of that, but in the
case of all three of those items the expenditures were made at my request by
Mr. Daniel J. Schuyler. 1 do not think you have subpceenaed him, but he will
be very glad to give you the details.

Senator La ForLerrE. Were those moneys spent among colored people against
the World Court?

Mr. InsvnL. Yes.

The CratrMaN. Can you tell us approximately when this money—this
$26,904.34—was spent?

Mr. Insurr. Those three items were spent—more of it was spent 60 to 90
days before the primary, but the expenditures spread to a limited extent for a
period a little prior to that. I would say that a small amount may have been
spent in 1925, but the, greater portion was spent in 1926.

The Cuarrman. Were there some other moneys that you spent that were of
benefit, naturally, to the campaign of Mr. Smith?

Mr. Insurn. None that I am aware of, sir.

The CrarrmaN. Did you give contributions to what is termed the organization
here, the Crowe-Barrett organization, that was supporting or supposed to be
mostly supporting Smith?

Mr. Insovrn. I want to give you all the information I possibly can as to my
operations, but there is a certain point that one gets to where one would feel he
has to consult counsel as to the powers of this committee to ask for information.
Now, I want to give you all the information that it is possible for me to give.
I looked upon the Crowe-Barrett organization as opposed to Colonel Smith.
In fact, I was in London before I knew that the Crowe-Barrett organization were
likely to support Mr. Smith.

The CrairmMaN. Mr. Insull, the committee wants to be fair with you. The
committee wants to keep within the scope of its legitimate inquiry. “The com-
mittee will, of course, permit any witness to consult with counsel and give him
time to do it. We are not presecuting anybody here; we are trying to find out
some facts and report back to our principals.

You say to us-that you understood that the Crowe-Barrett combination were
supporting Mr. McKinley, and yet that you paid money to that organization?

Mr. InsuLL. I did not say so, Senator. I said that before answering that
question I would like to have, with your permission, an opportunity to consult
counsel. I did not say whether I did or whether I did not. And yet I do not
want to be in the position of refusing any information.

The CuairmMaN. Manifestly, if you did not give any money to the Crowe-
Barrett organization there would not be any embarrassment in saying “no.”

Mr. Insurn. You must draw your own inferences.

s The ?CHAIRMAN. Did you give any money to any other candidate for the
enate?

Mr. Insvrn. Yes; I gave $15,000 to my friend George Brennan; and I feel s
little bit ashamed that it was not more. .

The CrailrMAN. I was going to say I do not think you treated George just
right.

ng. InsurL. If that is so, he will have to take part of the blame.

The CuairMaN. I want to ask you these questions. You need not answer for
the present.
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First, whether vou gave any money to any person connected with the Crowe-
Barrett combination; and if so, how much money and for what purpose it was
understood to be used, if there was any understanding. o

Second, whether you gave any money to any other organization than the
Crowe-Barrett organization to be used in the last (April 13) primary or in the
campaign preceding the primary—preceding the election; the names of the
persons to whom the money was given and the purposes for which the money
was paid and the amounts in each case. )

I will say to vou that the opinion of the members of the committee who are
heve is that where there was money used in this campaign where there were
organizations or parts of organizations supporting either of these candidates,
the money so employed necessarily aflfected the result; and you can have any
reasonable time to talk with your counsel about that.

Mr. InsvrL. With your permission, I prefer not to answer those questions until
I have had an opportunity to consult with counsel.

The CuairMaN. That is perfectly all right, and we will excuse you for the
present, so that you can have that consultation.

Mr. Insoor. Will you excuse me until to-morrow?

The CrairmaN. Yes; we will excuse you until to-morrow morning. Is that
time enough?

Mr. Ixsury. I think so.

The CrairMaN. Very well, to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock we will try to
resume with vou.

TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL INSULL—RESUMED

The CuamrmaN. Mr. Insull, when you were on the stand before you were
asked to give the names of the persons to whom you had made contributions in
the last senatorial campaign. We reached the point in your testimony where
you thought vou wanted to advise with your attorney with reference to giving
further names, and we excused you so that you could have that opportunity;
and the committee is going to ask you now to please give us the names of all
persons to whom you contributed in the senatorial campaign.

Mr. InsuLn. As I stated on my previous examination, I contributed $125,000
to promote the nomination at the primary of Frank L. Smith as the Republican
candidate for United States Senator, and that I contributed $32,925.19 for
propaganda against the adherence by the United States to the World Court;
and that policy was advocated by Mr. Smith, and, of course, he benefited to
that extent. The contribution was to his benefit.

I also then stated that I had contributed $15,000 to George E. Brennan in
his campaign for nomination at the primary as the Democratic candidate for
United States Senator.

I now wish to say that, so far as I recall, no additional moneys whatever
were contributed by me to anyv organization or individual for the purpose of in-
fluencing the nomination at the primary of any person or persons for United
States Senator.

The CuairmaN. You have been reading your answer, Mr. Insull.

Is that the result of your conference with your attorney?

Mr. InsurLn. Well, yes and no. I happened to have the exact figures in the
memorandum. But I conferred with my attorney, and I want to be as explicit
as I can to the committee and want to answer all the questions that I can.

The Cuatrman, Yes.

Mr. InsuLn. But so far as contributions in connection with the nominations of
United States Senators, those are all the contributions I made.

The Cuairman. You gave Mr. Barrett some money, did you not?

Mr. InsuLL. Well, that goes into a question that, as T understand it, does not
come within the range of the porwers of this committee; and if it would suit your
purpose better, I would like to read a statement which I would like to go into
the record.

The Crairman. You can read any statement you desire.

Mr. INnsULL (reading):

“As I understand it, the precise question asked me by Senator Reed at
the afternoon session of the committee on July 26, and to which the committee
now desires an answer, was whether or not I made any contributions to the
preprimary campaign in addition to those about which T had already testi-
fied. The question embraces contributions for promoting nominations to the
many local offices involved in the primary. Nominations were made at the
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primary for a great many State and county offices (50 or more in Cook
County), and the campaign preceding the primary included activities by
1nd1\_nduals a:nd political organizations in support of the various persons
seeking nominations for these State and county offices. I have consulted
counsel and I am advised by him that the Senate lacks power or jurisdiction
to investigate the matter of contributions in connection with the primary elec-
tion; that the Senate resolution under which the committee is acting does not
a'uthor'lze or purport to authorize the committee to inquire as to what contribu-
tions, if any were made to the preprimary campaign for purposes other than the
purpose of influencing nominations for United States Senator, and that the
members of the committee conducting this hearing have no right to seek or compel
evidence relating to contributions to such campaign, particularly contributions
for the purpose of promoting nominations for State and county offices. I have
willingly testified as to all contributions made by me to influence nominations -
for the Senatorship, for this is information which the Senate thinks it ought to
have and which by its resolution it has asked for. But when members of the
committee seek to go beyond the scope of the inquiry as defined in the resolution
by asking questions concerning matters which the Senate has not authorized
them to investigate, such as contributions to promote nominations for local
offices, I do not feel called upon to answer. Therefore, with all due respect to
the committee, I must decline, on advice of counsel, and for the reasons given,
to answer the question above mentioned, asked by Senator Reed at the former
session, or to state whether or not contributions were made by me to the pre-
primary campaign for purposes other than the purpose of influencing nomina-
tions for United States Senator.”

The CrairMaN. I presume, Mr. Insull, that the statement which you have
just read was prepared by your counsel?

Mr. InsuLL. Yes, sir.

The CuairmMan. And was intended as a direct challenge to the authority of
this committee to ascertain for itself what the money was contributed for and
where it went, and to leave it to you and your counsel to decide whether the
money was contributed for a particular purpose, regardless of how it was used?

Mr. InsuLs. Is that a question or a statement?

The CrairmaN. I think it was quite as much a question as your document
was an answer; but if you do not care to answer, you need not.

Mr. Insull, I am now going to ask you some questions, and you will have to
assume the responsibility of your answers, or refusal to answer. Did you not
give, or cause to be given on your behalf, a large sum of money to Mr. Charles V.
Barrett, which was a contribution to be used by Mr. Barrett and his associates in
the last Illinois primary, held on April 13, 1926?

Mr. InsuLL. I would submit that the statement that I filed here covers the
answer to that question.

The CuairMaN. And you decline to answer?

Mr. InsuLL. Yes.

The Crairman. Did you not give to Robert E. Crowe, or cause to be given
to him on your behalf, a considerable sum of money to be used in the primary
to be held on the 13th day of April, 1926, in the State of Illinois?

Mr. InsurL. I make the same answer to that question, that I think it is covered
hv the statement that I filed with the committee.

The CrairMaN. And you decline to answer?

Mr. InsuLL. If that is the way you want the record to read; yes, sir.

The Cuairman. I do not want the record to read that way. 1 want you to
answer.

Mr. InsuLs. I mean in view of my position.

The CrairMaN. I want an answer. Did you give any money in this primary.
that I have referred to in the previous questions, to Homer Galpin?

Mr. InsuLL. I would make the same answer to that question, Mr. Senator,
that I think my memorandum covers the point; and I can not make any further
answer.

The CuHairMaN. And you decline to answer?

Mr, Insurn. And I decline to answer.

The CuairmMaN. When you gave money to Mr. Galpin did you specify, at the
time you donated the money, the particular use that it was to be put to?

Mr. InsurL. I think my memorandum as filed is a reply to that question,
and I decline to answer.

The CrairmMAN. Roy O. West has testified that you gave him $10,000. Is
that a fact?
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Mr. InsurL. I have to make the same answer, Mr. Chairman, that the state-
ment I presented is an answer to this whole series of questions, and I have not
any more to say on that subject. o

The CrairMaN. Did you contribute any money to promote the nomination
of Senator Deneen? ]

Mr. InsuLL. I really do not remember whether I did or not. I was trying to
remember whether I was in the country at the time. I really do not remember
whether I contributed or not. What was the date?

The CHAIRMAN. My recollection is that Mr. Barrett testified that you gave
him $10,000. Is that a fact?

Mr. InsuLL. In what connection?

The CuaairMaN. In connection with the primary campaign. They have not
all been so specific as you are, Mr. Insull.

Mr. INsuLL. All I can say in reply is that I think my memorandum covers
that point, and I have no further reply to make.

The CHAIRMAN. You have another memorandum here with you that shows
you exactly where you contributed this money, does it not?

Mr. INnsuLL. You mean the memorandum I read first?

The CHAIRMAN. No; a memorandum that you had here that you referred to
when you testified before.

Mr. InsvLL. Yes; I have the only memorandum that I have on the subject.

The CrairMaN. Have you not a memorandum that shows that you made the
contribution I just referred to?

Mr. InsuLL. What one was that?

The CuairMaN. The reporter will read the question.

The ReEPORTER (reading):

“The CrairMAN. My recollection is that Mr. Barrett testified that you gave
him $10,000. Is that a fact?”

The CuairMaN. That is the question. Does not your memorandum show?

Mr. InsuLL. No. I can give you my memorandum here.

The CuairmMaN. When you made this memorandum, what did you make it
from? [After a pause.] You handed me this memorandum just now, did
you not?

Mr. INsuLL. Yes.

The CuairmMaN. That will be marked as an exhibit.

The Cuairman. The first memorandum you handed me, and from which you
said you had testified when you gave the amounts of your subscriptions or dona-
tions to the campaign, reads as follows [reading]:

““World Court, as per details, $28,425.19.

‘“Colored people, $4,500.”

What has that to do with the items that you have testified to?

Mr. InsuLL. The total of the two makes the $32,925.19.

The CraIrMAN. Very well. Who were the colored people to whom you gave
this money?

Mr. InsuLL. Those expenditures in that capaign were conducted by one of
my counsel, and he can give you the details. The details are all there with the
exception of $4,500.

The CuarirManN. Who was the counsel?

Mr. InsuLL. Mr. W. J. Schuyler.

The CuairMaN. Who made up this statement for you, Exhibit 253?

Mr. InsviL. Mr. Daniel J. Schuyler.

The CuarrMaN. He kept some books, did he?

Mr. Insurr. I do not know. He supplied me with the statement.

The CrairMAN. There are no dates on this document except this:

‘“ Campaign expenditures against the World Court among foreign-language
groups, January 7, 1926, to April 15, 1926.”

Do you understand those two dates and the interval between them to cover
the period when this money was spent?

Mr. InsuLL. I assume so; but I prefer that Mr. Schuyler should be asked that
question, because I took the statement just as it was presented.

The CuairmaN. According to this statement, there was expended or paid to
certain newspapers $2,330.85. I presume that you know in a general way,
having been an old-time resident here, whether or not these are foreign-language
newspapers as I read them to you. ‘“Svornost’”’—that is a foreign-language
newspaper, is it not?

Mr. InsuLL. Yes. I think it is fair to assume that those are all foreign-
language papers.
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The Cuamrman. “L’Italia,” etc. You come here conceding that this money
that was expended, as shown in Exhibit 253, was for the purpose of aiding Smith
in his campaign by opposing entrance into the World Court. That is your
position, as I understand it? .

Mr. INnsvLs. No; I would have spent that money whether Mr. Smith was the'
candidate or anybody else was the candidate.

The Cuarrman. Very well; but you said that you counted it because it did
go to his benefit by making sentiment against the World Court. That was your
testimony? )

Mr. InsuLL. I counted it because I did not want to be put in the position of
having it developed in cross-examination that that might have helped him in the
World Court fight.

The CratrMaN. Yes.

Mr. InsorL. But I would have spent that money and more, a great deal more
if necessary, on that particular cause, irrespective of the candidate for United
States Senator or any other office.

The CrairMaN. But you put it in because you thought that it might be
claimed or shown that it indirectly benefited Smith in his candidacy?

Mr. InsurL. Well, I am under oath, Mr. Senator, and that is not the reason
I started that campaign.

The Cuairman. Idid notsay that. Isay you putitin here to us, you reported
it to us as having been expended, because you felt that it had a relation to Smith’s
campaign; it aided him?

Mr. Insurn. Well, if you like to put it that way; but that was not the purpose
of my carrying on that campaign.

Mr. CaairMaN. I understand. You say that your purpose in expending this
money was to help defeat the World Court, and that you would have given
it anyway; but when you were reporting the contributions you made, you put
that in with the statement in substance and effect that you now reported it to
the committee because you felt that it went to the benefit of Mr. Smith?

Mr. InsuiL. Yes, sir.

The CrAIRMAN. So that you think that where you put money into a campaign
that did influence the choice of the people in a senatorial candidate, it ought
to be reported?

Mr. InsvuLL. Yes, sir.

The CuairMAN. Since that is the case, and since I have asked you whether
you did not give money to Mr. Barrett and Mr. Crowe, who were engaged at one
and the same time through one and the same organization, substantially, in
promoting the candidacy of county officers and promoting the candidacy of
senatorial officers, working substantially through the same machinery, why do
you not take the same position there, and say that the money you gave might
have been used to affect and did affect the choice of the people for a senatorial
candidate?

Mr. InsuLr. Excuse me, Mr. Senator, but that question is practically asking
me to take part in an argument on that subject. All I have to say on that subject.
has been stated in my memorandum, and I have not anything further to add to it.

The CaairmaN. Very well. Was it not your understanding that the Crowe-
Barrett organization, the main part of it, was promoting the candidacy of Smith?

Mr. InsvLL. Noj; that was not my information.

The CuatrmaN. Was it your understanding that Crowe was for Smith?

Mr. Insurs. I do not know.

Mr. CaairmaN. Who did you understand was for Smith, among the leading
men? By the way, I will ask that in another way. To whom did you give the
$125,000?

Mr. InsuLn. To Mr. Allen Moore. I gave it in three payments to Mr. Allen
Moore, Mr. Smith’s campaign manager. I gave a payment of $50,000 at one
time in cash, and $50,000 another time, and $25,000 another time.

The CralrmMaN. You knew, did you not, that Judge Crowe had publicly
announced for Mr. Smith?

Mr. Insurr. I could not swear to it that I did.

The CrairMaN. Do you not know that he had made that statement many,
many times in public?

Mr. Insvrs. I was not here during the whole of this primary campaign. I
left here some time in March, and I was not back here again, I think, until I
should say about the 11th or 12th of May. I was out of the country during that
time. I sailed on the 20th of March. I left Chicago about the 16th of March
and sailed on the 20th of March, and I sailed from Southhampton on the 4th of
May, so that would get me back here about the 12th or 10th.
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The CaAIRMAN. After the primary was over?

Mr. INsuLL. Yes.

The CrAIRMAN. What date in March did you leave?

Mr. InsuLL. I sailed on the 20th of March. I probably left town on the 15th
or 16th of March. I usually leave two or three days before I sail; and at the
time I left, my impression was that the Deneen crowd, the Crowe-Barrett crowd
and what was left of the old Lundin crowd, were against Smith. That was my
impression. .

The CualRMaN. When did Deneen come to Chicago and announce for Mec-
Kinley?

Mr. InsoLn. I was away. I do not know.:

The CuairMAN. You were not here at that time?

Mr. Insvrn. I do not think so, Senator. My recollection is that I was not,
although when I went away I was under the impression that the Deneen crowd
would be against Smith.

The CualRMAN. And that the Lundin erowd would be against him?

Mr. InsurL. I was under that impression.

The CrAIRMAN. And that the whole Crowe-Barrett crowd would be against
him?

Mr. InsuLL. That was my impression at that time—or else be absolutely
neutral.

The CrAIRMAN. You were for him?

Mr. Insuir. For Smith?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. InsvLL. Most decidedly. Everybody knew I was for him.

The CrAIRMAN. And yet you gave money to the Crowe-Barrett crowd, accord-
ing to their testimony?

Mr. INsuLL. Well, that is your statement, Mr. Senator. I have made my
reply.

The Caarrman. Well, isit not a fact? I am asking you to make the statement.

Mr. InsurrL. Oh! Ibegyour pardon. Ithought you made the statement

The Caairman. No.

Mr. InsuLL. Because I thought you were aware that I had made my reply to
that line of questioning.

The CaairMaN. I am asking it with a rising inflection.

Mr. InsuLL. Oh! I beg your pardon. I will try to keep track of the inflec-
tions. I have no reply to make to that.

The CuairMAN. You decline to answer?

Mr. InsuLL. Yes.

The Cuairman. Very well.

Mr. InsuLL. I did not know you expected me to make an answer to that.

If I may be permitted, before you get away from that question of those pay-
ments to those foreign newspapers, I should very much like to interject here a
gtatement.

I have been very much interested for a number of years—certainly since the
war—in a number of schemes of Americanization, and I have made considerable
contributions to that cause. I started some time ago to try and work out an
organization of my own. The various institutions that I am connected with do
a great deal of advertising, and my intention was to go ahead and develop that
organization and use the business position that I occupy as a patron of the
newspaper press in an advertising sense to help a series of articles on American-
ization. I had not gotten around to doing it. I was beginning to get the organ-
ization in shape, and it occurred to me to use this same organization in connection
with a discussion of World Court matters; and that is how it happens that Mr.
Schuyler handled that proposition for me. I have a very strong opinion on the
subject of the World Court. I have some knowledge of international politics
from not only an American but a European point of view. I have some very
decided prejudices in connection with the matter; and the strongest prejudice I
have is that if this country became involved in membership in the World Court
they would finally be involved in very close relations with the League of Nations.

I am a great believer, whenever the necessity arises, in cooperation between,
say, the United States and England, or the United States and France, or the
United States and Germany; but I ain not a believer in getting tied up in these
variois organizations. I'undamentaliv, I am not a believer in the League of
Nations as a cure for war. I think Europe will have to struggle along under the
balance-of-power scheme for a good long time, until human nature changes
somewhat; but above everything clse I am very much opposed, as a citizen, to a

S. Rept. 1197, pt. 4, 69-2 2
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country with such a heterogeneous population as we have in this country being
mixed up with European affairs generally—very much opposed to it.

I took up this question of the World Court propaganda on that account. I
would have taken it up, as I said, whoever might be nominated. I do not know,
even, whether Mr. Smith knows that I took it up. I do not know whether Mr.
Moore knows from information he got from me. I take part in public affairs
more or less. I have a right to. I am a citizen. Notwithstanding some of the
newspaper comments—excuse my quoting the newspapers—as being responsible
for $650,000,000 of investment in the State of Illinois, I have some right to take
part in these affairs.

I have wandered a little from my subject.

The Cuarrman. Do I understand you to mean that you have a special right
because you control this money?

Mr. InsuiL. No, sir; no, sir. I have a special duty to the 100,000 stockholders
and 150,000 bondholders in the State of Illinois to watch their interests. But
that is not the basis of my being interested in public affairs. I became a citizen
of the United States because I wanted to exercise the right of franchise and take
part in the public affairs of the United States, and the fact that I am a utility
man should not be any deterrent to my being allowed to take part in them.

The CuatrmaN. When you gave the first $50,000 to Mr. Allen Moore, I
believe you said that was in cash?

h}fr. InsuLL. All of it was in cash, Mr. Senator. All three payments were in
cash.

The CuairMAN. Where did you get the money from?

Mr. InsurLL. My own personal resources. Every dollar that I have con-
tributed to Mr. Smith’s campaign and every dollar that I have contributed
to thifs World Court campaign is the money absolutely of Samuel Insull—of
myself.

The CuairmMaN. There was no arrangement for any reimbursement?

Mr. INsuLL. Absolutely none whatsoever—no more possibility of reimburse-
ment than there is of my getting it in this room.

The CuairMaN. It would be a poor place to take up a collection?

Mr. InsuLn. I am not so sure of that.

The CuairmMaN. I only had in mind the newspaper men in that.

As to these colored people, do you happen to know an Edward H. Wright, who
in substance testified that he was the manager—the controlling manager—of
one of the wards, and that he had an organization, and when any member of the
organization did not do what he wanted, he fired them, to use his language, and
put in another?

Do you happen to know that colored gentleman?

Mr. InsuLL. I know him, because I think he is the Mr. Wright who is a mem-
ber of the Illinois State Commerce Commission. I never met him until I met
him in this room the day I testified.

The CratRMAN. How much of this money went to him?

Mr. InsuLn. Of that $4,5007

The CralrMAN. Or any other sum.

Mr. InsoLL. I do not know of any money going to him at all, in any way
whatsoever.

The CuairmMaN. You do not know who the colored brethren were who got
this $4,500?

Mr. InsuLL. Noj; that is why I mentioned Mr. Schuyler’s name. That is the
only information I have on that subject.

The CuarrmaN. I notice here you have an item of church meetings, $60. Do
you know what that is for?

Mr. InsuLL. Noj; you would have to ask Mr. Schuyler about that and about
all of those things. I am not familiar with them,

The CuairmaN. The Reverend Moore, church work?

Mr. Insunt. No; I am not familiar with that.

The Cuairman. $60 I think that is. Noj; it is $5.

Advertisement in ‘“The Pilgrim Baptist Inf.” I do not know what that is.
That is $60. Do you know what that paper is?

Mr. InsuLL. No; you would have to get Mr. Schuyler to tell you as to that
whole statement.

The CuairmanN. The Rev. Thomas Evanston, $150.

Mr. InsuLn. No. .

The CuairMaN. Do you know what church he is connected with?

Mr. Insorn. No; I do not. I did not know the details of that at all.
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The CrarrMaN. Here is a Morgan Park meeting; the Reverend Lucas, $95.
Do you know anything about that? ) o

Mr. InsuLL. No; I am not familiar with any of the details in that statement.

The CHEAIRMAN. You may not be familiar with all of them, but I thought
perhaps you would know some of them. .

Mr. InsvLL. No. What I did was to supply the money for that campaign.

The CuarrMAN. You could not tell us anything about the Reverend Martin,
who got $25, or the Reverend Jordan, who got $15?

Mr. InsuLL. No, sir.

The Cuairman. Or the Reverend Cheek, who got $5, or the Reverend Bryant,
who got $5, or the Reverend Scott, who got $256? You could not tell us any-
thing about those items? »

Mr. InsuLL. No, sir; I do not know the gentlemen.

The CuatrMaNn. Or the Reverend Thomas, who got $100?

Mr. InsuLL. No, sir; I do not know any of them.

The CrairMAN. Would it help you any if I called attention to the detail that
the Reverend Johnson, of the Mount Vernon Baptist Church, got $200?

Mr. InsvLr. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. You do not know what the Reverend Johnson did to earn that
money?

Mr. InsuLL. No; Mr. Schuyler ran the whole scheme, and he can give you
the information on that.

The CuairMaN. The Wabash Avenue Church; vou do not know about that,
either?

Mr. InsuLL. No, sir.

The Cuairman. The Rev. B. L. Rose, of the Salem Baptist Church, $100?

Mr. Insuin. No, sir.

The CuairMaN. Here is the Reverend Johnson again, $75; the Rev. J. S. Jor-
dan, $35; the Reverend Moore, of Waukegan, $10. Do you know what he did?

Mr. InsuLL. No.

The CuairmaN. The Reverend Johnson again, $75; Rev. E. J. McCoo, $25;
Rev. I. A. McCoo, $50. You can not tell us anything about them?

Mr. InsuLL. No, sir. ‘

The CuairmMaN. The Rev. Austin Moore, afterwards named, $100.

Mr. InsvLr. No, sir.

The CuairmMan. Do you know who Antonio Ferrari is, who appears to have
gotten $889.30?

Mr. InsvLL. No, sir. .

The Cuairman. That amount is not large enough to have attracted vour
attention?

Mr. InsuLn. No. All I did was to supply money. Mr. Schuyler ran the
campaign, and that was my report of the money spent.

The CratrMaN. When you gave these moneys to any person, it was left to
that person to spend the money, was it not?

Mr. InsuLr. I just ask for information, Mr. Chairman, are you referring to
my contributions to Mr. Smith’s campaign through Mr. Allen Moore?

The CuairmaN. No; any moneys that you paid out. You gave them to some
individual, and was it left to the individual then to actually pay out the money?

Mr. INsuLL. The moneys that I gave to the senatorial campaign, and which
were paid either to Mr. Allen G. Moore for Mr. Smith’s campaign, or to Mr.
Daniel J. Schuyler, for the World Court propaganda, those moneys were turned
over, and were intended by inference to be used for the purpose for which they
were given.

The CuairmaN. Yes.

Mr. InsvLL. Yes.

The Cuairman. That was not my question.

Mr. InsuLL. I was not through with my answer.

The Cuarrman. I beg your pardon.

Mr. InsuLL. With relation to the rest of your question, which implies that I
gave moneys for other purposes, I can only refer you to the statement I have made.

The Cuairman. There is no implication in my question at all. I will ask it
in another way.

Mr. InsuLL. Yes.

The CuairmaN. When you gave the $125,000 to Mr. Allen Moore, you say
that by inference it was to be used by Mr. Moore for Mr. Smith’s campaign?

Mr. InsuLL. Naturally.
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The CrairMaN. You did not say to Mr. Moore, “You must pay this out
for that”’? :

Mr. InsuLL. No.

The CrairMaN. But you knew that he was Mr. Smith’s manager, and you
gave him the money?

Mr. INsULL. Yes.

The CrairMaN You did not then say to him, ‘“Now, you shall use this in
this particular way’’? i

Mr. InsvLL. No, sir; none whatever.

The CrairMAN. And if he took part of that money and gave it to Mr. William
Hale Thompson and Mr. William Hale Thompson took it over and put it into
the treasury of the Crowe-Barrett committee, vou had nothing to do with that?

Mr. InsuLr. Nothing whatever to do with it.

The CuairMaN. And so if you gave any money to Mr. Barrett or Mr. Crowe
which by implication was to go to the county, and they took part of that money
a'r’lc% e:;pended it in the senatorial campaign, you had nothing to do with that,
either?

Mr. Insurn. That is not a question that I feel the committee is competent
to discuss with me, in view of the position that I have taken in my reply to the
first questions addressed to me.

The CuairMan. You still refuse to answer?

Mr. INsuLL. Yes.

“The CralrRMaN. Mr. Insull, is there anything in connection with vour con-
tributions that you regard as against public morals, or that would, if you told
about it, subject you to any kind of public obloguy; or were they just square-toed,
fair contributions?

Mr. InsuLn. Absolutely fair, square-toed contributions.

The CrairMaN. Why will you not tell us about them?

Mr. Insurr. I have given my reply to that, Mr. Senator.

The CuairMaN. I know; but you say you are a citizen of the United States?

Mr. INsULL. Yes. )

The CrairMAN. And -you are interested in the public welfare. You gave all
this money for the public welfare?

Mr. INsuLL. Yes.

The CuarrmaN. The committee, with its limitations, thinks that it is for the
public welfare to know the amount of money that was actually expended in Cook
County in this campaign, and so we are asking you now, as a public-spirited citizen
who has nothing to conceal, as you have just said, to tell us all about how much
money you actually gave.

Mr. Insonn. I am very sorry that I have got to give you the same answer,
Senator; very sorry; but under all the circumstances it is the only answer I
can give.

The CI;IPAIRMAN. What are the circumstances that make it impossible for you
to give it?

Mr. InsvrL. From my point of view it is the only answer I can give.

The Cuarrman. Just what is your point of view?

Mr. Insurn. I will say again, from my point of view that is the only answer
I can give, and my point of view is that my duty is to accept the advice .of my
counsel.

The CrarrmaN. Your counsel has not told you that there would be anything
immoral in telling this, has he? He has advised you on what he thinks is the
jurisdietion of the committee, in which the committee thinks, if he gave that
advice, heis very badly mistaken, with ail the respect in the world to yvour eminent
counsel, whom I happen to know and admire very much.

Mr. Insvri. I have given all the answer that I can give to those questions,
Mr. Senator. All I can do is to keep on refusing to answer.

The CuairMAN. Since some of these men we have asked you about have,
under oath, stated that they received this money from you, why is it you refuse
to tell about that? Did they not tell the truth?

Mr. InsuLL. Because, if I start discussing that, it opens up the yvh.ole ques-
tion; and while I am not a lawyer, I know you are, and a very distinguished
lawyer, and I probably would get beyond my depth before very long, and there-
fore I am going to cling to my life preserver, my counsel, in answering questions.
I am very anxious to give you any information on the subject of my relation
to the senatorial campaign of Mr. Smith or any other candidate, that comes
within the scope.
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The Cuairman. You have contributed to other senatorial campaigns besides
the Smith campaign, have you not?

Mr. InsuLL. Oh, ves. . . .

The CaarrMAN. I mean in this present campaign that is now going on?

Mr. InsuLL. Yes; I contributed, as I testified here, $15,000 to Mr. Brennan.

The CuarrmaN. Yes; and you have contributed outside of that, have you not?

Mr. Insurr. No; I do not think so. I contributed to Mr. Smith’s campaign,
as I have testified, $125,000.

The CuarrMaN. No; but outside of those two?

Mr. InsvLL. 1 do not know of any.

The CuairmMan. Outside of the State of Illinois?

Mr. InsvnL. Oh! L L.

The CuarrMan. You know, we are not just investigating Illinois.

Mr. INsuLL. I do not think I have. I have not any knowledge of any such
thing. I may have, but I have no knowledge of it. .

The CuarrMAN. It is in evidence here, Mr. Insull, that your money went into
the campaign—when you contributed to Roy O. West, as he testified, you knew
that Roy O. West was supporting McXKinley, did you not? )

Mr. InsuLL. I thought that they were going to end up by supporting Me-
Kinley; but I think at the time I made the contribution I did not know one way
or the other. .

The CuarrMaN. Then you did make the contribution, did you not?

Mr. InsvLL. What?

The CuarrMaN. Then you did make the contribution, did you not?

Mr. InsuLi. I take my hat off to you. [Laughter.]

The CuarrMaN. Now, tell us how much it was?

Mr. InsuLr. I am not going to say anything more, Mr. Senator. You see
I am not used to being cross-examined. You are too smart for me.

The Crarrman. Could you refresh your recollection from your books, or mem-
oranda, or in any other way ascertain positively whether you have contributed
to the rampaigns of 2andicdates fer the Senate cutside of Iliinois and in the present
contest that is going on jor nonstination?

Mr. INnsuLL. My recollection is that I have not. I do not know of any.

The Cuairman. Mr. Insull, I think I ought to say to you what I was obliged
to say to another witness.

Mr. INsuLL. Yes. .

The CuairmaN. And Isay it not by way of any attempt at a threat, but simply
to state the fact. If you stand upon the refusal to answer these questions which
have heen asked you, it will be the very painful duty of the committee to report
that fact to the United States Senate for its action. We are merely the agents
of the Senate to collect these facts for its consideration. I had hoped, after you
consulted your counsel and in view of your position that you wanted to protect
the public and were a publie-spirited citizen, that you would make a full and
frank disclosure of all of your contributions.

You have the right to take the position that you do, but if you persist in it
there will be no course left to the committee except to report the fact to the
Senate. I want it distinctly understood that there is nothing in the way of a
threat in the statement, but it is only a fair statement to make because it is a fact,
and one that will be carried out.

I now make that statement, and I ask you if you persist in your refusal to
answer each and all of the questions which have been asked you and which you
have hitherto refused to answer?

Mr. InsuLL. Yes; as contained in my statement.

The Cuairman. Have you made any contributions to the senatorial campaign
in the State of Indiana?

Mr. InsurLL. Not to my knowledge.

The Cuairman. You would know, would you not? You do not have an agent
“&ho ;nakes these contributions in your absence, do you, and without your knowl-
edge?

Mr. InsuLL. Oh, no; no, I do not. Personally I have not made any contribu-
tion that I know of.

The CrairMaN. Let us not have any misunderstanding.

Mr. InsurL. I do not want to. I wantto be very positive in that statement.
I do not know whether any of my friends

The CuairMaN. You are a man of large affairs.

Mr. InsuLL. Yes.
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The CuarrmMaN. And it would be entirely possible that you might have some
man in whom you had confidence make contributions of your funds. Does
anything like that condition exist?

Mr. Insvnn. No. I think I would be referred to.

- The Cramrman. Is there any man, or are there any men, who in any way are
charged with that responsibility, and such rights and privileges as that they
could make contributions on your behalf without your knowledge?

Mr. Insurn. No, no. They might make contributions on their own behalf;
yes.

The CuairMaN. Not out of your money?,

Mr. InsuLL. No.

The CuatrMaN. Or the company with which you are connected?

Mr. InsvrL. No. I do not even know who were the candidates in Indiana.
Do you happen to know, Senator?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. .

Mr. Insvin. I do not.

The CratrmMaN. Is the Indiana Service Corporation one of your companies?

Mr. InsuLL. The Indiana Service Corporation is a subsidiary of the Midland
Utilities Co., of which I am president. There is one statement I would like to
correct, Mr. Chairman. Unless I refer to it, the wrong impression will be
given. These are not my companies. I operate them and have a very small
percentage of interest in any of them; very small, some of them very low indeed;
and I do not believe there is a corporation I operate, in which I have a 10 per cent
interest. In a lot of companies my interest goes down as low as 1 per cent. I
operate them for my stockholders.

The CuairMaN. I am using the term as a descriptive term. When we speak
of a Morgan bank, we do not mean that any particular Morgan owns that bank,
but his name is identified with it; and so with these interests of which you are the
directing head, which are referred to as the “Insull interests.”

Mr. InsuLL. It is a mistake. I think altogether they are owned by a hundred
ghousand stockholders and a hundred to a hundred and fifty thousand bond-

olders.

The Cuairman. I think we understand each other. You say that the
Indiana—

Mr. InsvuLL. Indiana Service Co.

The CuairmaN. The Indiana Service Corporation is a subsidiary——

Mr. InsurLL. Of the Midland Utilities.

The Caairman. Of the Midland Utilities?

Mr. InsuLL. Of which I am president.

The CuairmMan. Of which you are president?

Mr. InsuLL. And which operates largely in Indiana.

The CrarrMaN. How about the Winona Traction Co.?

Mr. Insurn. That is none of my affair. I have nothing to do with it.

The CrarrmMaN. Do you know Mr. John Motto, of Warsaw, Ind.?

Mr. Insvrrn. I do not think I do.

The Crairman. He is manager of the Indiana Service Corporation, or Winona
Traction Co.

Mr. Insvin. I do not think so, Senator.

The CHAIRMAN. Are you in any way interested in the Merchants’ Heat &
Light Co. of Indianapolis?

Mr. INnsuLL. Most remotely. I have to trace it through about half a dozen
corporations.

The CuarrMaN. But those corporations finally end

Mr. InsuLL. In what is known as the American Public Utilities Co.

The CrairMaN. And what is your relation to that company?

Mr. InsvLL. I do not remember, Mr. Senator, whether I am an officer or
just a director; but it is generally operated by the interests with which I am
connected.

The CuarrMaN. And which, for want of a better term, we call the Insull
interests.

Mr. Insurt. No; I would not call it that. It is not as closely connected with
us as that.

The CuairMAN. Are the stockholders in that a part of the 150,000 that you
told us vou were trying to protect? .

Mr. InsuLL. | do not think they would be; no. Noj; that is a concern

The CuarrMan. You think they lie outside the horizon of your protection?

Mr. 1NsULL. We have a 1elatively small interest there as stockholders. That
is my recollection.




SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES 15

The CHAIRMAN. What is the T. H. +. & E. Tiaction Co.?

Mr. InsuLL. That is an institution that furnishes transportation and electric
light and power. I do not know whether they do any gas business in the State
of Indiana or not.

The CrairMaN. Is that in any way connected with what we term the Insull
interests?

Mr. InsuLL. No, no.

The CuairmMAaN. It has not any connection at all?

Me. InsuLL. No; there is a negotiation pending for a consolidation, but I do
not know whether it will ever take place.

The CuairMaN. That company and the others I have named operate largely
in Indiana.

Mr. InsurL. In Indiana; ves. There are some other companies in the same
group that operate in Indiana.

The CuarrMaN. This Indianapolis Traction & Terminal Co. controls some-
thing like 100 public utilities in Indiana, does it not?

Mr. InsvLL. No; I do not think so; but I am not interested in it.

The CHAIRMAN. But there are negotiations going on for acquiring it?

Mr. INsuLL. Oh, yes; that is a matter of public knowledge.

The CHAIRMAN. By what we call the Insull interests?

Mr. Insurr. No. There is a general consolidation to take place of two differ-
ent corporations. We are not going to do any acquiring except it will be done
by an exchange of securities.

The CHATRMAN. Yes.

Mr. InsuLL. Yes. We are interested in one of those institutions.

The CrairMaN. It will be brought under the control of the Insull management?

Mr. InsurL. I do not know.

The CuairmaN. That is the plan.

Mr. InsurL. I do not know whether that is the way it would run—whether
we would control or somebody else would control.

The Cuarrman. That is what you are working for.

Mr. InsuLL. Well

The CuarrmaN. Oh, you know, Mr. Insull.

Mr. InsuiL. I do know, and that is why I am saying—if you know anybody
wlillo }x;vould be interested in buying the control of both, I would be delighted to
sell them.

The Cuairman. I expect you could give us a good deal of information about
both of them.

Mr. Insurt. What?

The CuairmMaN. Under those circumstances you would be able to give us a
good deal of detailed information with respect to both of them.

Mr. InsuLL. Noj; the two institutions that you mention, Mr. Senator, I have
so little to do with, although my interests have more or less to do with them,
that I am not in a position to give you information about either the T. H. I. & E.
or the Merchants Co.

The CuairmMaN. Then when I want to buy I am not going to come to you,
because you do not know anything about it.

Mr. Insurn. I will get the information by that time if you want to buy.

The Caairman. The plan is to amalgamate these in some way with the Insull
properties? That is the plan, is it not?

Mr. InsuLL. Yes; that is the general plan, with some of our properties.

The CuairmaN. You still think you do not want to tell us, do you?

Mr, InsuLr. I am still of the same opinion.

The Cuairman. Very well. We will excuse you, sir.

Mr. InsuLL. Are you likely to want me again?

The Cuainman. No, sir.

Mr. InsuLL. Because I am very anxious to go out of town on business.

The CuairMAN. You can go, Mr. Insull.

The witness, Insull, refused to testify whether he gave to Robert E.
Crowe a sum of money—just as the witness, Crowe, as will be shown
later, refused to testify whether the $15,000 alleced by him to have
been expended in behalf of a Crowe-Barrett candidate, Capt. Joseph
P. Savage, had been contributed to him by Samuel Insull.  The wit-
ness, Insull, also declined to answer questions put to him as to
whether he had given $10,000 to Roy O. West, of the Deneen group,
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which was supporting the candidacy of Senator McKinley. (See
p- 6, S. Rept. 1197.)

The witness, Insull, read a prepared statement into the record,
wherein he stated:

As T understand it, the precise question asked me by Senator Reed at the
afternoon session of the committee on July 26, and to which the committee now
desires an answer, was whether or not I made any contributions to the pre-
primary campaign in addition to those about which I had already testified.
The question embraces contributions for promoting nominations to the many
local offices involved in the primary. Nominations were made at the primary
for a great many State and county offices (50 or more in Cook County), and the
campaign preceding the primary included activities by individuals and political
organizations in support of the various persons seeking nominations for these
State and county offices. I have consulted counsel and I am advised by him
that the Senate lacks power or jurisdiction to investigate the matter of contribu-
tions in econnection with the primary election; that the Senate resolution under
which the committee is acting does not authorize or purport to authorize the
committee to inquire as to what contributions, if any, were made to the pre-
primary campaign for purposes other than the purpose of influencing nominations
for United States Senator, and that the members of the committee conducting
this hearing have no right to seek or compel evidence relating to contributions
to such campaign, particularly contributions for the purpose of promoting nomina-
tions for State and county offices. I have willingly testified as to all contributions
made by me to influence nominations for the Senatorship, for this is information
which the Senate thinks it ought to have and which by its resolution it has asked
for. But when members of the committee seek to go beyond the scope of the

inquiry as defined in the resolution by asking questions concerning matters which
the Senate has not authorized them to investigate, such as contributions to pro-
mote nominations for local offices, I do not feel called upon to answer. There-
fore, with all due respect to the committee, I must decline, on advice of counsel
and for the reasons given, to answer the question above mentioned, asked by
Senator Reed at the former session, or to state whether or not contributions were
made by me to the preprimary campaign for purposes other than the purpose of
influencing nominations for United States Senator.

RoserT E. CrROWE

" The general character of Robert E. Crowe’s testimony has been
dealt with in the previous partial report of your committee touching
the Illinois senatorial primary election. (Rept. No. 1197, pt. 1.)
Therein it was submitted that it is impossible to accept—

the contributions and expenditures of the senatorial primary candidates * * *
as final or complete.

In some instances money was contributed to groups or a ticket of primary
candidates for State and county offices who were allied witn one of the sena-
torial candidates. In Cook County, for instance, the Republican faction con-
trolled by Robert E. Crowe and Charles V. Barrett et al., who had previously
supported Senator McKinley, put a county ticket in the field, and in a majority
of their wards headed that ticket with Frank L. Smith for United States Sena-
tor. Indeterminate but considerable sums of money were contributed in behalf
of these candidates and expended to aid the entire slate. For this reason, it was
considered by your committee pertinent in arriving at the amounts expended
to aid senatorial candidates to inquire into these closely allied transactions.

The lack of cooperation on the part of such organization leaders was dis-
couraging. Robert E. Crowe, of the Crowe-Barrett faction and a Smith sup-
porter, protested the jurisdiction of the committee over these blanket expendi-
tures and refused to state the sums of money received or from whom received.
Particularly, he refused to state whether any part of $15,000 collected by him
in behalf of one of his group candidates had been contributed by Samuel Insull,
who had partially admitted previously that he had made a contribution to Mr.
Crowe (p. 1850).

This candidate was Capt. Joseph P. Savage, running for Republi-
can nomination to one of the county offices. Your committee had
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no interest in the political fortunes or individual campaign of Captain
Savage.

Hog;vever, in fulfilling the mandate of the Senate, your committee
considered it to be its plain duty to ascertain the effect on the sena-
torial candidates of every dollar spent by or contributed to any
political group advocating a ticket or slate on which appeared the
name of one of the senatorial candidates. Assistance to one of these
candidates was obviously assistance to all. In its investigations,
your committee has uniformly inquired into such related, connected,
and collective expenditures, notably the expenditures in the Pennsyl-
vania primaries in behalf of Governor Fisher and Edward P. Beidle-
man, who were placed upon tickets with the primary senatorial
candidates, Senator George W. Pepper and Representative William
S. Vare, respectively.

It may be said that the Crowe-Barrett faction was known as the
regular Republican organization in Cook County, according to the
definition of its coleader, Charles V. Barrett:

Mr. BarreTT. It is called the regular Republican organization because within
the organization there was a majority of the regularly elected county cenral
committeemen under the laws of the State of Illinois who control by a majority
\(Iotel f;Ggl,lie)power to nominate the regular officers in accordance with the statute
p- .

This demonstrates clearly the importance of, and benefits to be
derived from affiliation with, the activities of this powerful factional
organization.

Accordingly, on August 4, 1926, having been previously sworn,
Mr. Crowe was recalled to the stand and questioned concerning the
source of the funds solicited and expended by him and the Crowe-
Barrett faction in Captain Savage’s behalf.

In reply to repeated questioning, Witness Crowe obstinately
refused to answer any question touching the source of $15,000 or
$16,000 collected by him and alleged by him to have been expended
exclusively in Captain Savage’s behali. Further, the witness, Crowe,
stated that he was ‘“willing to answer any question pertinent to this
inquiry.”

Your committee therefore submits that the testimony hereinafter
exhibited in extenso and hereby incorporated in this report and made
a part hereof sufficiently discloses the obstinate and contumacious
conduct of the witness, Crowe.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT E. CROWE—RESUMED

The Crairman. Judge, you were sworn before?

Mr. CrowEe. Yes, sir.

The CrairMaN. How much money did you get from Samuel Insull in the
campaign?

Mr. Crowe. For what purpose?

The Crairman. For any purpose.

Mr. Crowe. I received no money from Samuel Insull whatever on the sena-
torial proposition.

The Crairman. Was it to be used in the last primary?

Mr. Crows. I received no money from Samuel Insull on the senatorial
proposition.

The CuairMaN. No; but I am asking if you received money to be used in
the last primary?

Mr. Crowe. For what purpose?
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; The CHAIRMAN. Any purpose; any money of any sort that was to be used
in the last primary.

M Mr. CrowE. I repeat my answer. I received no money from Samuel Insull
to be used in the senatorial primary.

The CrairMaN. Did you receive any money to be used in the primary held
on April 13?

Mr. Crowk. I collected, in addition to the amounts that I have heretofore
recited, somewhere in the neighborhood of $15,000 or $16,000. That was used
exclusively to promote the candidacy of Capt. Joseph P. Savage.

The CHalrMAN. He was running at the same time that all the rest of them
were running on the ticket?

Mr. CrowE. All the money that we spent

The CrAIRMAN. Was not that true?

Mr. CrowE. Yes. And all the money we spent was distributed to promote
his candidacy; and none of it was spent on primary day. It was all spent for the
purpose of advertising the candidacy of Capt. Joseph P. Savage.

The CrarrMaN. Did you receive any of that from Mr. Insull?

Mr. Crowe. There were two or three hundred candidates in the primary. All
of them spent money. I assume all of them collected money; and the sources
from which they received money is not a proper inquiry for this committee. The
persons who gave me that money were personal friends of mine, and it was used
exclusively for Captain Savage.

The CratrRMAN. Is Mr. Insull one of your personal friends?

Mr. Crowe. That is not a proper
; 'Th(f ?CHAIRMAN. I want to know if you include him among your personal
riends?

Mr. Crowe. I would not say that he was a personal friend. I would not say
he was not. I know Mr. Insull.

The CHAIRMAN. A moment ago in giving your reasons for not answering, you
said that there was money obtained from personal friends for other candidates
than those who were running for the Senate; and I am asking you whether you
include Mr. Insull in that list?

Mr. Crowe. I got money from friends of mine for Joseph P. Savage. That
money was used exclusively for Joseph P. Savage. None of it was used primary
day, and the persons who gave it to me I refuse to name.

The CaairMaN. I just asked you about one man, Judge.

Mr. Crowe. I say I know Mr. Insull.

The CuairmaNn. I asked you if he gdve you any of that money?

Mr. Crowe. My other answer covers it.

The CuaairMaN. You refuse to answer; is that it?

Mr. Crowe. I will not name the persons who contributed, because it is not a
proper sort of inquiry here.

The CuairMaN. Of course, you may think so, but we might have a different
opinion.

Mr. Crowr. That is my opinion, of course. In other words, there were
several hundred candidates running for various local offices and none of them
have been interrogated, and I do not assume they will be.

The CuairMaN. What?

Mr. Crowe. I say their campaign funds are not under investigation here.

The CuarirMaN. That depends. I do not care to argue this matter. I think
I will be able to convince the proper body whether it is pertinent.

All of these candidates that you speak of were running at one primary?

Mr. Crowe. One primary.

5 ’é‘he?CHAIRMAN. Yes. Where were you when Mr. Insull gave you this money,
udge?

Mr. Crowe. I decline to answer. I have not stated that Mr. Insull gave me
any money.

The CuarrMAN. Do you decline to answer whether he did give you any?

Mr. Crowe. I decline to answer any question in reference to moneys that
were contributed for Captain Savage’s individual campaign.

The CuairMaAN. T am not asking you anything about Captain Savage’s or
anybody else’s individual campaign. I am asking you whether Mr. Insull gave
you any money that was used for any purpose connected with the primary
campaign on April 13, 1926. You can decline to answer that or you can answer it.

Mr. Crows. I decline to answer any question in reference to the $15,000 or
$16,000 that was used for Captain Savage’s A

The CuairMAN. Do you decline to answer the question I asked you?
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Mr. Crowe. I think I have answered it.

The Cuairmax. What?

Mr. Crowe. I think I have answered it. Will you read the question?

The CrairMAN. Read the question, Mr. Reporter.

The REPORTER (reading):

“The CuairMaN. Where were you when Mr. Insull gave you this money,
Judge?

“%\/Ir. Crowe. I decline to answer. I have not stated that Mr. Insull gave me
any money.

“The CuairmMaN. Do you decline to answer whether he did give you any?”’

The CuarrMan. That is the question.

Mr. Crowe. I have answered that. I stated that the persons who contributed
to the individual campaigns—and the names of the persons—of the two hundred
and odd candidates, is not a proper subject of inquiry.

The CrairMAN. Judge, on behalf of the committee, I am trying to get you to
answer the question whether Mr. Insull gave you any money in the campaign
which was held in Illinois on April 13. When I speak of the campaign I mean the
primary held on that day, and the work which preceded election, which made up
the work of the campaign.

I am going to direct you to answer that. You can refuse if you see fit; but, of
course, you

Mr. Crowe. I think I have answered to the best of my recollection all the
moneys that I received that were used in the senatorial and the county campaign,
the general county campaign; and I am merely declining to go into the question of
who the persons were who contributed to Captain Savage’s campaign.

The CuarrmaN. Do you decline to answer the question as to whether Insull
contributed any of that money, or any other money?

Mr. Crowe. I think I have answered it.

The CuairmMaN. You decline to answer; is that it?

Mr. Crowe. I think I have answered it.

The Crairman. Will you answer this question? Did you get any money from
Mr. Insull for use in the primary which ended in the primary election of April 13,
1926, in the State of Illinois?

Mr. Crowe. I think I have already answered that.

The CrairmaN. You decline to answer?

Mr. Crowe. I think I have already answered it.

The CuairmaN. Suppose you answer again, ‘“‘yes’ or ‘‘no,”” whether you
decline?

Mr. CrowkE. I have stated the persons, to the best of my recollection, who
contributed money either to the senatorial or the general county campaign.
Outside of that, the only moneys I received were $15,000 or $16,000, approxi-
mately, that I got from friends of mine for Captain Savage’s campaign.

The CuairmaN. Was Savage on the slate that you supported?

Mr. Crowe. Yes, sir.

The CuAIRMAN. Was he supported generally by your organization?

Mr. Crowe. I think so.

The CrairmaN. In conducting the campaign, as I understand—and if I am
wrong, correct me; and if I am not, inform me—you had a ward organization?

Mr. Crowe. Yes, sir.

The Crairman. You had ward organizations?

Mr. Crowe. Yes, sir.

The CuairmMaN. You had precinet captains or managers, and that, in a gen-
eral way, constituted your force in a particular ward. Is that correct?

r. Crowe. Yes.

The CrairmaN. That force was supporting what we will call your slate, the
slate that vou were supportlng‘? That is right, is it?

Mr. Crowe. That is right.

The Cuarrman. And on that slate Mr. Savage’s name appeared?

Mr. Crowe. That is right.

The CHAIRMAN. That is right, is it?

Mr. CrowEr. Yes, sir.

The Cratrman. On that slate Mr. Smith’s name appeared as a candidate
for the Senate?

Mr. Crowe. Not in cur wards.

The CHAIRMAN. But in some of the wards?

Mr. CrowE. Yes.

The CuArRMAN. In how many of the wards did it appear?




20 SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES

Mr. CrowE. I could not tell you accurately. A majority of the wards sup-
ported Colonel Smith and a large minority supported Senator McKinley.

The CratrMaN. But in the majority of the wards where the Crowe-Barrett
people were working, Smith was being supported and Savage was being sup-
ported, and certain other men were being supported, all running together on
one slate.

Mr. Crowe. That is correct.

The Crarrman. That is right, is it not?

Mr. CrowE. That is right. In other words, in the majority of the wards our
organization supported Colonel Smith; and in a large minority of the wards they
supported Senator McKinley.

The CuatrMaNn, Can you tell me the names of the wards in which your organ-
ization did support Colonel Smith?

Mr. Crowe. I would not want to be taken as answering that accurately.
In a general way I could tell you what my impressions were.

The CrAIRMAN, Yes.

Mr. Crowr. The first ward, I believe, was with Colonel Smith. The second
ward was with Colonel Smith. The third ward was with Colonel Smith. I am
not certain whom the fourth ward supported. The fifth ward supported
McKinley, I believe.

They changed the ward numbers here and increased the number of wards
from 35 to 50, and I can tell you the leaders better than I can the wards.

The CuairmMan. Begin with the first ward.

Mr. CrowE. Mr. Brady, when he was alive, I believe, was with Colonel Smith.

The CrairMaN. And also with the rest of the slate?

Mr. Crowe. Yes.

The CuairmMan. Which had Savage on it?

Mr. CrowEr. Yes; and when he died he was succeeded by D. W. Scanlan.
I believe he supported Smith.

The second ward, I believe, supported Smith.

The third ward, 1 believe, Mr. Kersay sunported Smith.

In the fourth ward there were two organizations, Levy und Hardirg. [ do not
know what they did. Levy would be inclined ordinarily to be with MeKirley,
and I believe Harding, on account of his close friendship with Mayor Thompson,
would be with Smith.

In the sixth ward Bernard W. Snow was with McKinley. If you have that list
of committeemen which Mr. Barrett produced, I could give them to you better,
or I could go along and skip some.

The Cuairman. What ones have you skipped up to date?

Mr. CrowE. I believe I have covered them up to the eighth or ninth ward.
I am not sure.

The CrarrMaN. I will hand you now this list of ward committeemen that was
submitted to us by Mr. Barrett, for the purpose of refreshing your recollection.

Mr. Crowe. Of course, when I state that this committeeman was with Smith
and the other committeeman was with McKinley, that is my best information.

I will commence with the first ward.

The first ward, Daniel W. Scanlan was with Smith.

In the second ward, Edward H. Wright was with Smith.

In the third ward, George T. Kersy was with Smith.

In the fourth ward, Charles Krutekoff and Robert Levy, I do not know. I
would imagine that Krutckoff, on account of his close contact with William Hale
Thompson and George Harding, would be with Smith, and Levy I think would
be with McKinley.

The Cuarrman. That is the fourth ward?

Mr. CrowE. Yes. Iam not positive. I do not know what action they took,
but that is my best information.

In the fifth ward, Behan was with McKinley.

In the sixth ward, Bernard W. Snow was with McKinley.

In the seventh ward, Charles Ringer was with McKinley.

In the eighth ward, Andrew C. Metzger; I would not know. I do not know
personally how he stood on that, but I understand from Behan’s testimony that
he was with McKinley, and he is the chief deputy of Snow; and if Snow was with
McKinley, I assume that Metzger would go along with him. .

In the ninth ward, C. S. Piggott; I have not any idea what he did. He was a
candidate himself, and I did not see much of him. I think he was principally
interested in his own candidacy. .

In the tenth ward, I believe Elmer A. Brown was with Smith.
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In the eleventh ward, Wendling; I do not know. I assume he went the way
King did.

The CuairMaN. That would be what?

AMr. Crowe. King, in the next ward, was with Smith.

In the thirteenth ward, Hugh Norris was with Smith. Those three are very
close politically, and if one of them was with Smith, I assume the other two
were, without knowing.

In the fourteenth ward, Walsh; I have not any idea whom he was with. My
guess would be that he was with Smith.

In the fifteenth ward, Withall; I believe he was with Smith.

In the sixteenth ward, Reid was with Smith.

In the seventeenth ward, Balmer; I do not know what he did.

In the eighteenth ward, Williams; I do not know what he did.

In the nineteenth ward, Fairbank; I believe he was with Smith.

In the twentieth ward, Morris Eller; I believe he was with Smith.

In the twenty-first ward, Charles V. Barrett was with Smith.

In the twenty-second ward, Miller was with Smith.

In the twenty-third ward, Charles Vavrik, I believe, also was with Smith,
although I am not positive of that.

In the 1wenty-fourth ward, I believe Rothenberg was with Smith.

In the twenty-fifth ward, I do not know-whom they supported; either Radzwill
or Mamer.

In the twenty-sixth ward, Curran was with Smith.

In the twenty-seventh ward, Galpin was with McKinley.

In the twenty-eighth ward, Graydon; I have no information on that, but
I think that one of the witnesses testified that Graydon was with McKinley.

In the twenty-ninth ward, Nye was with Smith.

In the thirtieth ward, I believe Moore was with Smith.

In the thirty-first ward, Erickson was with Smith.

In the thirty-second ward, I do not remember talking to Sullivan at all, but I
assume, from his connection, that he would be with Smith also.

In the thirty-third ward, Doctor Coffey was with Smith.

In the thirty-fourth ward, Thomas A. Brockmeyer was a candidate himself, and
I do not recollect talking to him on the senatorial proposition at all, but I imagine
that he went along with Smith also.

In the thirty-fifth ward, I believe Feinberg was with Smith.

In the thirty-sixth ward, Hitzman was with Smith.

In the thirty-seventh ward, Brekke was with Smith.

In the thirty-eighth ward, I believe Byrue was with Smith.

In the thirty-ninth ward, I believe Reuss was also with Smith.

In the fortieth ward, White supported McKinley, I believe.

In the forty-first ward, Millner; I do not know whom he supnorted.

In the forty-second ward, I think that Imnmenhausen was with Smith.

In the forty-ihird ward, I do not know whom Haffa supported. I under-
stand that he supported Mc¢Kinley.

In the forty-fourth ward, I believe Wallace supported MeKinley.

In the forty-fifth ward, I believe Brundage supported McKinley.

In the forty-sixth ward, Edward J. Brundage also supported McKinley.

In the forty-scventh ward, Gibson was with Sinith.

In the forty-eighth ward, without knowing, I would say that Boutell, on
account of his connection with Brundage, would be with Mc¢Kinley.

The same is true of Newby in the forty-ninth ward.

In the fiftieth ward, Nettelhorst; I would not attempt to tell whom he sup-
ported. He is a close friend of Brundage's and also the chief clerk in Wallace’s
office, and if thev were with McKinley he would probably he, too, although he
might not have been.

The Cuarrman. In what ward was Wallace?

Mr. Crowe. In the forty-fourth ward. He was clerk in the circuit court here.

The CuairMaN. These men whom you have named in this territory were the
Crowe-Barrett committeemen in these various wards?

Mr. Crowe. They were.

The CuarkmanN. They were furnished some funds to help them carry on the
fight in their wards?

Mr. CrowE. By the treasurer of the committee, Charles V. Barrett.

The CrnairmaN. By the Crowe-Barrett committee?

Mr. Crowe. Yes.
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The CrarMaNn. Did you collect any moneys that you did not put in the
treasury of the committee?

Mr. Crowe. I collected this $15,000 or $16,000 I have talked about, and none
of that money went to any of these gentlemen.

The Cuarrman. Did you collect any other moneys than you have already
accounted for that went in to the committee or any members of the committee?

Mr. Crowe. I collected, as I said, those sums that were testified to that went
to Barrett.

In addition to that, I collected this $15,000 or $16,000 which was used exclu-
sively for Savage, and none of that money went to any of these committeemen.

The CuairMan. I am asking you if you collected any other moneys than this
$15,000 or $16,000 and the moneys which you have heretofore testified were
turned over to Mr. Barrett?

Mr. Crowe. I might have collected some money early in the campaign, when
we had that dance in our ward, that was turned over to the ward treasury,
although I have no recollection of getting any.

The Caairman. Aside from that, have you collected any?

Mr. Crowe. Not that I remember.

The CuatrMaN. Was any part of this $15,000 or $16,000 that you have spoken
of used on election day?

Mr. Crowe. Not a penny. ;

The CratrMaN. It was used prior to the election?

Mr. Crowe. Used prior to the election, and none of it went to any of the
committeemen. It was used in getting out advertisements of various sorts
and for expenses incidental to Savage’s personal campaign.

The CrAaTRMAN. Savage was running for what office?

Mr. Crowe. County judge.

The Cuarrman. County judge?

Mr. Crowe. Yes.

The Cuarrman, Judge Crowe, the committee will consider what action ought
to be taken in regard to your refusal to answer; and I am going to say to you,
although it is none of my business to lecture you, that I am unable to conceive
of any reason why public officals should refuse to disclose the sources or the
disposition of moneys used in a public election.

Mr. Crowe. I would be very glad to tell any committee investigating a general
campaign in Cook County and the individual expenditures of the various can-
didates, who the persons were who gave me this $15,000 or $16,000.

The Cuairman. I assume you are interested, and the public ought to be
interested, in the whole question of honest elections. This committee, however
humble it may be individually, is sent here by the United States Senate to ascer-
tain the facts touching this primary. When you undertake to say that certain
moneys had no influence whatever upon the choice of a senatorial candidate, we
think that that is a question the Senate is entitled to decide when it has the
facts, and, without any desire to tell you what to do, we think that any public
official ought to state the facts gladly in regard to that; and I am putting it up
to you in that way.

Mr. Crowe. As I say, I am very glad to tell you gentlemen about all the
moneys that were used in any manner that could possibly affect the election of
United States Senators.

The Cuairman., We think they are intimately related, and we think they
have to do with the motives of certain contributors. It is one thing that a man
might have contributed to a particular candidate; and if—and I am not under-
taking to confine myself to facts in this illustration—if it should transpire that
certain interests that had something to do with the public are not only giving
their money to elect a senatorial candidate but are using their money to elect
other candidates who had had dealings with them, or who might have dealings
with them, that evidence might throw a great deal of light upon the motives of
the contributors. I know you are a good enough lawyer to see that point.
Therefore we think that particularly a public official ought to be willing to make
full disclosure.

Mr. Crowe. If there were an investigation as to the amount of money that
Trude spent, and the other candidates for county judge, there is nothing that}l
would not freely and gladly tell to that committee, because_there is no money
that I received in this campaign or in any other campaign that I would be ashamed
to proclaim from the housetops. .

The CrAlrMAN. Then just why will you not tell us? Is it merely because you
want to stand on the technical ground that you think that your judgment is that
the committee has not any right to ask?
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Mr. Crowg. Because I can not see why Savage should be picked out of 200
candidates to have his expenditures investigated.

The CuairMaN. We are not picking him out. If you will tell us some others
that collected money and used it in this campaign we shall be very glad to investi-
gate with respect to all of them, for we think that you can not any more separate
the moneys that were used in this election than you can separate the particles
of air which are all part of the atmosphere, except that you may find that a
certain group of candidates was supported by a certain group of committee men or
prominent gentlemen. Therefore we think there ought to be a disclosure made,
not only as to Savage—we are not hunting Savage, and we are not hunting any-
body—but there ought to be a disclosure made of all of the moneys expended in
Cook County in this primary and in the State of Illinois in this primary, if we
had time to hunt the State over.

I am saying that to you in the hope that as a public official you will aid us,
who are also public officials, and have no other desire than to get the facts.
I can see why Mr. Insull might not want to tell, although I am casting no reflec-
tions upon him; I can see why a private citizen might not want to tell; but I
can not see why a public official should not want to tell.

Mr. Crowe. Well, I am willing to answer any question that is pertinent to this
inquiry.

The CuairMaN. But you are not willing to answer the questions you have
declined thus far to answer? .

Mr. Crowe. My answers are in the record.

The CuairMan. Very well; that is all, sir.

Danien T. ScHUYLER

Daniel T. Schuyler appeared before your committee and was
sworn on August 5, 1926. He testified that he was an attorney for
Samuel Insull; that he had held that relationship for 15 or 16 years;
that he contributed $3,600 personally in Frank L. Smith’s interest;
and that he had paid to various negro, foreign, and other political
groups who were interested in the candidacy of Frank L. Smith at
least $34,000 of moneys belonging to Samuel Insull.

When questioned as to any further contributions, either directly
or indirectly, to the primary campaign by him personally or as agent
of Samuel Insull, the witness Schuyler steadfastly refused to answer.
His testimony is here reproduced in full:

TESTIMONY OF DANIEL J. SCHUYLER

(The witness was sworn by the chairman.)

The Crairman. Will you please state your full name?

Mr. ScuuyLer. Daniel J. Schuyler.

The Caairman. Where do you reside?

Mr. ScauyLER. No. 3741 Grand Boulevard, Chicago.

The Crarrman. By profession you are a lawyer?

Mr. ScauvLER. Yes.

The CrarrmMaN. And do you in any way represent Mr. Insull?

Mr. ScauyLER. I am one of his attorneys; yes, sir.

The Cuarrman. How long have yvou held that relationship to him?

Mr. ScauyLER. I should say about 15 or 16 years.

The Cuarrman. Did you contiibute any money in the last primary in Illinois?

Mr. ScuuyLEeR. Personally?

The CHalrRMAN. Yes.

M:i. ScuuyLER. To the senatorial primary?

The CuairmaN. Yes.

Mr. ScHUYLER. Yes, sir. I gave $2,500 to the campaign of Frank L. Smith.

The CrairmaNn. Did you give any other moneys in that campaign?

Mr. ScauyLER. Yes. I paid $1,100 in bills for & mecting which was held at
the Eighth Regiment Armoiy. It was a meeting against a World Court, and
Frank L. Smith spoke at that meeting.

The CrAIRMAN. $1,100 at the
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Mr. ScauvLER. Eighth Regiment Armory. That was my owo monev—$%1 100.
There might have been eleven hundred and some odd dollars.

The CeATRMAN. Anything else?

Mr. ScauyLeEr. You mean of my own?

The CuHairmaN. Yes.

Mr. ScauYLER. No; that is all I can recall so far as I am concerned.

The Cumarrman. For all political purposes?

Mr. ScHUYLER. As far as any other political purposes are concerned, Senator,
I shall have to respectfully decline to answer.

The CuairmaN. All right; we will come back to that after a while. You have
inqu;red whether we were asking about money that you had expended of your
own?

Mr. ScuuyrEr. Yes, sir. .

The CrarrmMaN. And I answered that you have accounted here for $3,600 of
your own?

Mr. ScHUYLER. Yes.

The Crairman. Did you expend or handle anybody else’s money?

Mr. ScHUYLER. Yes, sir. I spent in the colored district $4,500 of Mr. Insull’s
money. $3,500 of that I gave to Mr. A. B. Messer and Mr. Frank Summers.
Mr. Summers is colored. I gave $1,000 to George Kersey.

The CrarrMaN. Let me get that straightened out.

Mr. ScHUYLER. Yes.'

The CuarrMaN. You spent $4,500 in the colored district. You said $3,500 of
that you gave to A. B. Messer?

Mr. ScauyLER. And Frank Summers.

The CuairmMaN. How much of it did you give to each of them?

Mr. Scuuyier. I gave it to them together.

The CratrMaN. Then you gave $1,000 to George Kersey?

Mr. ScauyLer. To George Kersey, a colored man.

The CuarrMaN. The other two gentlemen you named are white men?

Mr. ScauyLER. No; Summers is colored.

The CHAIRMAN. Summers is colored?

~ Mr. ScauyrLiEr. Yes.

The Cuairman., Messer is white?

Mr. ScHUYLER. Yes.

The CuarrmanN. They were together when you gave them this money?

Mr. ScauYLER. Yes.

The CuairmMaN. That $1,100 you spent at the armory is not in that?

Mr. ScuuyLer. No, sir; that was my money.

The CuairmMaN. This money you gave to Mr. Messer and Mr. Summers and
Mr. Kersey, aggregating $4,500, was furnished by whom? :

Mr. ScuuYLER. By Mr. Insull.

The Caarrman. Who is A. B. Messer?

Mr. ScauyLeEr. A. B. Messer is a citizen of Chicago, who is manager of the
Foreign Language Newspaper Service. That is an organization that was pri-
marily organized for the purpose of helping to Americanize the foreign-born
people of Chicago, and when this campaign came up Mr. Insull asked me if I
thought it was possible to make a campaign of education against the. World
Court, and I told him it was. Mr. Messer had had an experience of 30 years
with foreign-language people, and I turned that campaign over to him—that is,
the details of it.

The Crarrman. How much of this $3,500 was employed with the foreign-
language newspapers?

Mr. ScuuyLer. That colored money?

The CraalrMAN. Yes.

Mr. ScuuyLEr. Oh, none of that.

The Cuarrman. Let me understand.  You gave $4,500 to the colored districts?

Mr. Scauyrer. That did not have anything to do with the foreign-language
campaign at all.

The CuaairmaN. Very well. Then the $3,500 you gave to Messer and Sum-
mers, was that part of the $4,500? i

Mr. ScauyLER. That $3,500 was confined alone to the colored distriet. That
is exclusive of the foreign-language campaign. . .

The Cuairmax. Thas is exactly it. I think you misspoke yourself. You said
$3,500, of which, as I understood you, part was given. Now, I understand you
gave $4,500 to the colored district, and that was Mr. Insull’s money?

Mr. ScauyLER. Yes.
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The Cuairman. And then you gave $3,500 to Mr. Messer and Mr. Summers?

Mr. ScruyLER. No; I meant Summers and Messer also handled that money
in the colored district. :

The Crairman. They also handled the $4,500?

Mr. ScHUYLER. Yes.

The CuarrMaN. And in addition to the $4,500, you gave them $3,500?

Mr. ScauvLEr. No; that is not it.

The Crairman. Well, I have asked that twice. We will get it straight. Go
ahead and let us get it straight, that is all. Let us begin all over again. You
gave $4,500 to the colored district?

Mr. ScavyLEr. $4,500 was spent in the colored district.

The CuairmaN. Exactly.

Mr. ScuuYLER. That was dishursed in detail by Messer and Summers, all
except $1,000, which was given to George Kersey. Now, that winds up the
colored district, with the exception of the $1,100 which I gave myself to that
meeting.

The CuairMan. Now, about the foreign-language newspapers?

Mr. ScHuYLER. The foreign-language newspapers; for advertising there was
spent $2,330.85.

The CuairmanN. Who did you say handled the foreign-language newspaper
situation?

Mr. ScuuyLEr. Mr. A. B. Messer.

The CuairMaN. The same man who had helped handle the $3,500?

Mr. ScHUYLER. Yes; although Summers was principally the man that handled
that down there.

The CuairmMaN. When was it you gave this $4,500 to the eolored district?

Mr. ScruYLER. It was before the primary. I can not tell you exactly.

The Cratrman. Can you tell me about how long it was? .

Mr. ScuuyLer. I do not believe I can.

The (;HAIRMAN. Have you not any memoranda or anything from which you
can tell?

Mr. ScauyLer. I rather imagine it might have been a month or two months
before primary day. It may have been a little longer than that.

The CrairMaN. When did you pay the money to the foreign-language news-
papers—that is, when did you pay it to the man who gave it to them?

Mr. ScuuyLeEr. That was some time before the primary. That was for plain
advertising. ©

The CuairmMaN. Advertising for what?

Mr. ScauYLER. For Frank Smith.

The Caatrman. Then, what other moneys did you handle?

Mr. ScuuyLEr. Then I turned over from time to time during the primary—
and I suppose this began four months before the primary and wound up some
time before—altogether, in addition to that, $26,904.34.

The CaairMaN, Whom did you turn it over to?

Mr. ScuuyLER. I turned it over to Mr. Messer [handing paper to the chair-
man]. That is the front page of the same statement Mr. Insull handed to you.

The Crarrman. Then, did you have anything to do with the expenditure of
fcglis m(‘;ney which was turned over in the colored district, after you had turned
it over?

Mr. ScauyLEr. After I had turned it over to Mr. Messer?

The CratrMAN. Yes.

Mr. ScauyLeEr. No, sir.

fl(‘ih'et?CHAmMAN. Mr. Messer, then, is the man who will know to whom he
paid it?

Mr. ScuuyLER. Yes; he will.

The CuarrmaN. And the business or occupation or color or race of the people
he gave it to?

Mr. ScHUYLER. Yes,

The CrairMaN. Very well. What other moneys did you have anything to
do with distributing on behalf of any other senatorial candidate than Mr. Smith?

Mr. ScuuyLer. None at all.

The CrarrmaN. You have indicated that you gave other moneys than those
you have spoken of?

Mr. ScHUYLER. No.

The CuairMAN. Which you say went in the senatorial fight?

Mr. ScHUYLER. I did not mean to indicate that, Senator. I would merely say
that I did not care to go into that.
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The CrairMaN. What officers were you interested in?

Mr. ScauyLER. I was not particularly interested in any of them. .

The CralrMAN. Then whom did this money go to? I want to know whether
it went to a committee?

Mr. ScuuyLEr. What money?

The CaairMAN. The money you handled.

Mr. ScuuyLER. I did not——

Tk;e CrairmaN. I am asking if you did not pay it to committees or committee-
men?

Mr. ScauyLiER. That I shall have to decline to answer. I have told you about
all the moneys that I collected and disbursed.

The CuarrMaN. Yes. You and some other gentlemen here, I believe, think
you know the scope of the authority of this committee and that you have a right
to put ycur construction on it. Did you not receive from Samuel Insull sub-
stantial sums of money which were employed in the primary in Illinois, which was
held on the 13th day of April, 19267

Mr. ScuuyLeR. I have told you about all the moneys that I received or ex-
pended in the senatorial campaign; and further than that I shall have to respect-
fully decline to answer.

The CrairmMaNn. Do you refuse to say whether you received other moneys and
turned them over, as indicated in my last question?

Mr. ScauyYLER. Yes; [ do.

The CaarrmMan. Is it not a fact that you received substantial sums of money
from Samuel Insull, which you turned over to members of political organizations
that were working not only for candidates who were aspirants for county or State
nominations, but also were working for Smith for the Senate?

Mr. ScauyLER. I shall have to decline to answer.

The CuairMan. I do not intend to pursue this further than to say that, of
course, you understand the situation?

Mr. ScauYLER. Yes.

The CrairmaN. It will be our duty to report the facts to the Senate.

Senator La Follette, do you want to ask any further questions?

Senator La FoLLerTE. No.

The CuairmMan. That is all, sir.

For reasons above set forth, your committee reports the conduct
of Daniel J. Schuyler while under oath before your committee.

PENNSYLVANIA .

The laws and facts relating to the primary elections holden in the
State of Pennsylvania on May 18, 1926, have already been set forth
on pages 4 and 5 of Report 1197, Part II, of your committee, sub-
mitted December 22, 1926, which is herewith incorporated in this
report and made a part hereof by reference.

Taomas W. CUNNINGHAM

In Senate Report No. 1197, Part II, submitted December 22, 1926,
touching the senatorial primary campaign in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, on page 22 the following statement was made:

Thomas Cunningham, clerk of the court of quarter sessions of Philadelphia,
and treasurer of the State Republican committee, pretends to have contributed
$50,000 to the Vare campaign fund. A subpcena was issued for his appearance
eaily in June. A diligent search failed to locate him. Finally, Representative
Golder, of the fourth district of Pennsylvania, commpmcated with the committee,
stating that Cunningham would accept service. His whereabouts was disclosed
and he was served. He appeared before your committee in its session in the
Federal Building in the city of Chicago on July 29, 1926. With him appeared
Representative Benjamin M. Golder, who stated that Mr. Cunningham had
1equested that he be permitted to attend as his attorney. Mr. Cunningham,
both for himself and through his attorney, protested the jurisdiction of your
committee and refused to answer questions put to him and denied the committee
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any information beyond the following facts of his name, residence, aad occupation
as clerk of the quarter sessions court; that he contributed $25,000 to the Vare
campaign fund through Thomas F. Watson on April 10, 1926, and $25,000 on
April 13.

pHis testimony is here reproduced in full and made a part of this report for
such action as the Senate may deem proper:

TESTIMONY OF THOMAS W. CUNNINGHAM

(The witness was sworn by the chairman.)

The CualrMAN. Let the record show the appearance of Mr. Golder. .

Mr. GoLpEr. Mr. Chairman, in the event that a question is asked which I
consider one which Mr. Cunningham should not answer, may I address myself
to the Chair or to Mr. Cunningham?

The CHAIRMAN. It would be entirely proper for you to address yourself to
the Chair and state your objection, the same as you would to a court.

What is your full name, Mr. Cunningham?

Mr. CunningEAM. Thomas W. Cunningham.

The CralrMAN. Where do you reside?

Mr. CunnincgHAM. 2116 Cherry Street, Philadelphia.

The CrairMan. How long have you resided in Philadelphia?

Mr. CunNiNGHAM. My whole life.

The CrairMAN. What is your occupation or business?

Mr. CunningEAM. Clerk of the quarter sessions court.

The CrAIRMAN. With what political organization were you connected during
the recent primary in Pennsylvania—the last primary?

Mr. CunNINGHAM. The Republican organization of Philadelphia County.

The CuarrMan. Who was the chairman of that organization?

Mr. CunningHAM. Thomas F. Watson.

The CuarrMAN. And what candidate for the Senate was that organization
supporting?

Mr. CunningEAM. Congressman Vare—W. S. Vare.

The CuairMaN. Did you collect any money for use in that campaign?

Mr. CunningHAM. I did not.

The CuairMAN. Was any money given to you for use in that campaign?

Mr. CunniNngHAM. Not one cent.

The CuairmMaN. I mean to include in money, of course, checks or drafts or
anything

Mr. CunnNincaam. No check, no drafts, or anything.

The CuairmMaN. That you got money on?

Mr. CunnNingaaM. No, sir.

The CrarrMaN. Did you handle any money in that campaign?

Mr. CunnincHAM. I did not.

The CrairMaN. Did you deliver any money to any person?

Mr. Cunninaaam. I did.

The CratrMaN. That is handling money, Mr. Cunningham?

Mr. CunniNngHaM. I did not cateh your way of saying that.

The CuatrMaN. Very well. To whom did you give any money?

Mr. CunNINGHAM. I handed money to Thomas ¥. Watson, $25,000, on the 10th
day of April, 1926.

The CuairmaN. Where did you get that money?

Mr. CunnNiNngHEAM. I got that money out of my own private funds.

The Cuairman. How is that? ‘

Mr. CunningHAM. Out of my own private funds.

The Cuairman. Your own private moneys?

Mr. CunnNingHAM. Yes, sir; my own money; my Oown money.

The Cuairmax. How long had it been your own money?

Mr. GoLper. Mr. Chairman, may I state an objection at this time?

The CrAlRMAN. You may.

Mr. Goupgr. I have advised Mr. Cunningham that, in my judgment, this
committee has no jurisdiction to inquire into the primary election held in Penn-
sylvania; that it is only a local matter for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania;
and that in my professional judgment he can answer those questions which he
sees fit dealing with the primary election, and that he may refuse to answer
those questions which he considers his own personal business. I have further
advised Mr. Cunningham that he need not disclose to this committee from what
part of his personal estate, or personal fortune, he paid the money to Mr. Watson
that he did pay during this last eampaign in Pennsylvania.
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I thought I would state that as a matter of record so that I would not have to
object each time a question was asked.

The Cuairman. What was my last question?

(The question was read by the reporter as follows:)

“The Cuairman. How long had it been your own money?”’

Mr. CunningHaM. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, as a personal
question. It is my own private business. .

The Cuairman. Where did you get this $25,000 you say you gave to Mr.
Watson?

Mr. CunNINGHAM. I refuse to answer that question. I think that is personal.

The Cuairman. Where were you keeping this $25,000 before you gave it to
Mr. Watson?

Mr. Cunningaam. That is another personal question, Senator. I refuse to
answer it.

The CrarrmMan. Did you give this money to Mr. Watson in cash or by check?

Mr. CunningHAaM. I gave it to him as cash.

The CuatrmMan, Where were you when you gave it to him?

Mr. CunningHAM. I took it down to his headquarters at the Walton Hotel
on the 10th day of April.

The CrarrMaN. Did vou have it in your pocket when you gave it to him—
before you gave it to him?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Yes, sir.

The CuareMaN. Where did you get it from to put in your pocket?

Mr. CunniNgHAM. That is a personal question, and I decline to answer it.

The CusmrmManN. How long had you had this money in your possession?

Mr. CunNiveHAM. That is another persounal question, and I decline to answer
it. It was my own monsey, and I do not think I should tell the public where I
kept it and how I got, or anything else about it.

The Caairman. How long have vou been clerk of the quarter sessions court?

Mr. CunninguaM. Twenty-one years the 1st of January, 1626.

The Cuatrman. What is the salary of that position?

Mr. ConNiNngEAM. $8,000 a year. .

The CuatrMaN. Was this money which you refer to as the $25,000 that you
gave to Watson, savings from your salary?

Mr. ConNinguaM. That is another personal question. I can not answer that.

The Cuarrman. Unfortunately, a good many questions are personal. -

Mr. CunniNgEaM. Yes. I think a-man’s own money is one of his own per-
sonal privileges, and he is not supposed to tell how he got it or how he saved it.
I think that is a rather unfair question to ask me, how I got the money, how I
saved it, and what I done with it. .

The Curarrman. I dare say. Is there anything wrong or wicked or crocked
about the way you got this money, so that it will embarrass you to answer the
question or will subject you to criminal prosecution?

Mr. Gorprr. I think that is an unfair question, Senator, and I advise Mr.

Cunningham to disregard it. .
. The Cramrman. If you were to answer the questions I have asked you with
regard to the sources from which and the way in which this money came to you,
Wt;)uld ig tend to subject you to criminal prosecution or public contempt or
obloquy?

Mr. GorLpEr. Senator Reed, I think that question is objectionable in form and
the way in which it is put, and I advise Mr. Cunningham not to consider it, or
not to answer it.

The Cratrman. Do you refuse to answer, Mr. Cunningham?

Mr. CunniNngaaM. Yes; I refuse to answer.

Mr. Gorprr. You see, Senator, when you ask a question which you know
that I have advised Mr. Cunningham not to answer, and put it in such a way as
you have, it nescrssarilv implies something which is unsavory, and I think it is
an unfair way for you to treat a witness. ’

The CrairmanN. Well, now, we have permitted you to sit here as an act of
courtesy, but we will not permit any criticism of the committee from you.

Mr. GoLpEr. Senator Reed, you have permitted Mr. Cunningham to have his
attorney here, and I assume you will not compel me to advise Mr. Cunningham
except as I think best.

The CuairMaN. You will maintain a respectful and decent attitude or you
will not sit at this table very long as anybody’s attorney.

Mr. Gouper. Senator Reed, I have the utmost respect for the committee and
for its membership.
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The CHAIRMAN. You may make your objections and make them in a proper
way.

Mr. Cunningham, is there any other reason than the one you have given, or
are there any other reasons than those you have given, why you refuse to answer
the questions that have been put to you touching the sources from which the
$25,000 came? Have you any other reasons than those you have given?

Mr. CoxniNgEAM. That is all, Senator; just personal reasons.

The Caairman. Very well; that is all I want to cover.

Mr. ConNingHAM. All right, sir.

The CraIlRMAN. Where were you when the subpceena was issued for you from
this committee, while it was having its sessions in Washington?

Mr. ConNINnGgHAM. I went on a vacation on the 19th day of June and did not
get back until the 8th day of July.

The CuarrMax. Where were you during that interval?

Mr. CunNINGHAM. I was on an automobile tour up through the southern coast
of New Jersey.

The CuairMaN. What places did you visit?

Mr. CuxninguAM. I think that is a private, personal question, Senator. I
would not answer it. *

The CrairMan. Where did you stay nights?

Mr. Cux~NingaAaM. I think that is another private question, as I have said.
What material difference does it make? I am not in the habit of having to tell
where I went and what I did; never have in my life, Senator.

The CrairMAN. You knew that a subpcena had been issued for you, did you
not?

Mr. CuxningaaM. The last three or four days I got in touch with the papers,
and I found out that there were subpeenas, according to the newspapers, and 1
came back to Philadelphia on the 8th day of July.

The CrairMaN. Did you give any other money than the $25,000 to anybody
during this campaign?

Mr. Cun~NiNngHAM. Yes; on the 13th of April I gave Mr. Watson $25,000
more.

The Cuairman. So that you gave Mr. Watson a total of $50,000?

Mr. Cu~xNiNneHAM. $50,000; of my own money.

The CrarrmaN. Where did you get the second $25,000 from?

Mr. CunvingaaM. I refuse to answer that question, Senator.

The CaairMaN. You refuse to tell the committee anything about where you
received this money from?

Mr. CunniNgHAM. Yes, I do.

The Cuairman. The sources from which the money was received?

Mr. Cun~NincaaM. Yes.

The CrairmaN. How long had the money been in your possession? You
refuse to tell that to the committee?

Mr. CunnNiNgHAM. I certainly do, because I think that is a personal, private
question.
$5The OCHAIRMAN. How long had you been saving up or accumulating this

0,000?

Mr. CounningaaMm. I do not like to object to your questions, Senator, because
I think a man’s own money—why, I don’t want to make it public to the press, to
the newspapers in Philadelphia, about my private affairs, how I got this money
or how I saved it.

The Cuairman. Have you inherited any considerable sums of money?

Mr. CunNiNGHAM. Never inherited a dollar in my life.

The CrarrmaN. Have you been speculating in stocks or bonds or upon the
board, so that you accumulated the money in that way?

Mr. Gouper. I object to that question and advise Mr. Cunningham that he
need not answer. ’

The CuarrmMaN. What does the witness say?

Mr. Cunningaam. I refuse to answer.

. The Crarrman. Have you turned in on your tax returns any $50,000 for taxa-
tion purposes?

Mr. GorpEer. I object to that question. Senator, and advise the witness that
he need not answer.

Mr. CunninGgHAM. I refuse to answer.

The Crnamrman. Have you paid to the State of Pennsylvania, the county in
which you live, or the city in which you live, any taxes upon this $50,000?
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Mr. GorLper. I object to that question, Senator, and advise the witness that
he need not answer. As a matter of fact, there is no taxation in Pennsylvania
on any such amount.

Mr. CunnincHAaM. I refuse to answer, Senator.

The Cuairman. Have you returned to the Federal Government this $50,000
in any form?

Mr. GoLpeR. I object to that question, Senator, and advise the witness he
need not answer.

Mr. CunNingHAM. I refuse to answer.

The Cuarrman. Did you collect any money from persons employed either
by the city of Philadelphia or by the State of Pennsylvania?

Mr. CunNingHAM. Not one dollar.

The CuairMaN. Were any moneys paid to you by any of these persons I have
just referred to?

Mr. CunNiNngHAM. No, sir.

The CuatrmMaN. Do you know of any collection of money from State employees
for political purposes?

Mr. Cunn~iNngHAM. I do not, Senator.

The CumairmMan. Do you know of any contributions by the employees of the
city to the Vare campaign?

Mr. Cun~ingHAaM. I will tell you for information that in the primary election
there is never any assessment of any kind. In primary elections we never heard
tell of any donations from employees.

The Cuairman. In the primaries?

Mr. CunniNngHAM. In the primary elections.

The Cuarrman. Do you know Martin Powers?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Yes, sir.

The Crairman. Did you spend any of this vacation at his home in New Jersey?

Mr. CunNiNgHAM. How is that?

The Cuairman. Did you spend any part of your vacation in company with
Mr. Martin Powers?

Mr. GoLpEr. Mr. Chairman, I object to that question. The witness has
already testified that he declines to state where and with whom he spent his
vacation.

The Cusirman. I did not ask him with whom he spent it until just now.

Mr. GorLper. 1 advise the witness that he need not answer that question.

Mr. CunnNincuAM. I refuse to answer the question, Senator.

The Cuarrman. Did you leave the city of Philadelphia with Mr. Powers?

Mr. Goruper. I advise the witness that he need not answer that question,
Senator.

Mr. CunNingaaMm. I did not.

The CuarrmaN. Did you leave the city of Philadelphia in an automobile?

Mr. Gorper. I advise the witness that he need not answer that question,
Senator, it being entirely immaterial and a personal matter.

Mr. CunvincHaM. I refuse to answer.

The CuairmaN. Whose car did you leave in?

Mr. Gouper. I advise the witness that he need not answer that question.

Mr. CunningHAM. I refuse to answer, Senator.

The CuairMAN. You say you know Mr. Powers. What is his business?

Mr. CunNiNgHAM. I have known Mr. Powers from boyhood. He is a mem-
ber of the bar, an attorney at law.

The CuarrMan. Is he connected with a trust company in Philadelphia?

Mr. CunnNiNgaAM. I do not know.

The CuairmaN. Did Mr. Powers formerly have a partner who is now presi-
dent of a trust company?

Mr. GoLper. I advise the witness that he need not answer that question.

The Crairman. Oh, well, now, that is getting to be sheer insolence, to advise
a witness not to answer a question of that kind. It could not possibly harm this
witness.

Mr. GorLpEr. Perhaps not, Senator; but it might lead to other things. I
think we ought to draw the line of advising the witness what he may answer and
what he should not answer.

Mr. CunNingHAM. I do not know anything at all about that, Senator.

The CuairmMaN. If you came here to tell this witness that he should not answer
any question, whether it is pertinent ornot, youare abusing the courtesy of the
committee extended to you, whether it is a thing that could possibly affect his
own honor or his own private business.
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Mr. GoLper. Senator, I do not agree with you; and I am sorry to disagree
with you.

The Cuairman. Well, I am sorry you do.

Mr. GorLpERr. But I must use my own judgment.

The CualrRMAN. You may use it as long as we permit you to sit here; but if
you abuse the privilege, yvou will not sit here.

Mr. GoLper. I do not intend to abuse it, Senator.

The CuairmMaN. Well, vou are abusing it. Did Powers formerly have a partner
whose name began with ‘“Mac”’?

Mr. CunniNgHAM. I do not know the first thing about it, Senator. I do not
know anything at all about Powers’s private business whatever.

The CrairMaN. Did you have in your possession, of your own money, 30
days before you say you gave this'money to Watson, as much as $1,000?

Mr. CunNiNGHAM. As much as $1,000?

The CuairMaN. Yes.

Mr. CunNingaaM. Oh, yes, sir.

The CrairMAN. What bank do you bank in?

Mr. GoLpeEr. Mr. Chairman, I object to that question, and advise the witness
that he need not answer.

The CuairMAN. What is the answer of the witness?

Mr. CunninguaM. I refuse to answer.

The CrairMaN. Have you ever had a bank account anywhere?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Sure.

The CuairMaN. Where?

Mr. CunNiNgHAM. I have a bank account for my office.

The CHAIRMAN. A bhank account in your office?

Mr. CunningaAM. I say I have to run my office, and therefore I have to use
a bank account for the proceeds of my office.

The CrairmMaN, Is that your personal account?

Mr. CunniNngaEAM. One of them is; yes.

The Caatrman. What bank is it in?

Mr. GoLpERr. Senator, I object to that question and advise the witness he need
not answer where he deposits his money, it being entirely a private matter.

Mr, CunningHaM. I refuse to answer.

The Cuairman. I do not intend to get into an argument with you, Mr. Golder.
You know perfectly well that when a man states that he had $50,000, and it was
his own money, and assuming, now, that this committee has any jurisdiction—
which I understand you challenge, and which you have a right to challenge—we
have the right to test the reasonableness of that story. We are not concluded
by the bald statement that it was the witness’s own money; and so we have the
right to know, assuming that we have any right at all to conduct this investiga-
tion, the source from which this money came, in order that we may ascertain
whether , as a matter of fact, the witness did have it. So, with that explanation,
I am asking the witness where he kept his bank account?

Mr. GoLper. Senator, may I be permitted to state our position?

The Cuairman., You have stated it, I think.

Mr. GoLpER. May I repeat it, then, in answer to what you have just said?

My position is that this committee had no right, in the first place, to inquire
whether this witness contributed anything to the Pennsylvanie primary. If the
witness saw fit to state that he did, that does not waive any right that he may
have to refuse to answer any other question connected or disconnected with the
$5(g,0?0. I do not think this committee had any right to inquire into the $50,000
initially.

The CHairMAN. And, of course, you think that your opinion is the final word
as to the law?

Mr. Gouper. It will be with Mr. Cunningham, at least, at this time.

The CuairMaN. We will ascertain whether that is true or not a little later.

* How long have you know Congressman Vare?

Mr. ConNiNngHAM. Ever since I have been a boy—35 or 40 years, I guess.

The CuairMan. Were you in any way connected with his campaign commit-
tee, the committee which was conducting his campaign in the last primary?

Mr. CunNiNgHAM. Only in one way; I was for him after he concluded to be a
candidate for United States Senator.

The CuarrmMaN. Did you ever talk with him?

Mr. CunNningHaM. T talked with him on several occasions about it.

The CralrMAN. With him during the campaign?

Mr. CunNiNGHAM. No, sir. This was prior to the campaign, before he came
out as a candidate.
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.
The CrairMAaN. Did you urge him to come out?

Mr. CunNingHAM. No; I rather urged the other way, Senator.

The CrarrMaN. When he did come out, you became one of his supporters?

Mr. CoNnNiNGHEAM. Because our organization, as a rule—if the majority make
up their mind to be for a candidate—the majority made up their minds for
William S. Vare, and I went along with the majority. o

The CrairMAN. When you speak of ‘‘our organization,” what organization do
you mean?

Mr. CunNiNgHAM. The Republican city committee of Philadelphia. We have
48 wards; 48 members of that committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Are you a member? :

Mr. CunNNINGHAM. A member of that committee; yes, sir.

The CaairmMaN. For which ward?

Mr. ConnNiNgEAM. The tenth ward.

‘The Crairman. During the campaign, then, after the organization resolved to
support Vare, you gave him your loyal support?

Mr. CunNINGHAM. Yes, sir.

The Cuairman. Who asked you to make this contribution of $50,000?

Mr. Cun~NincHAM. Nobody asked me, Senator. I will tell you the reason why
I made this contribution.

I was a Penrose man to the day he died, in Philadelphia. Eddie Beidleman and
Harry Baker have been the same as my two sons, and were very close friends of
Penrose’s to the day of his death. Beidleman’s ambition was to be governor. I
was for Beidleman four years ago. George Alder was picked, and he had to
step aside. This time I thought that he would make the best governor Pennsyl-
vania ever had. I thought he was the most practical man in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, a man who was a member of the legislature, State senator for four years,
lieutenant governor four years, and a real man, and I theught he would make
the best governor Pennsylvania ever had, and I was very fond of him. Now,
‘that was my whole interest.

The Cuairman. Had you ever made any such contribution as this before out
of your own money?

Mr. CunniNgEAM. Never before in my life. I had made small contributions,
a hundred or five hundred dollars at different times, to help some poor fellow
running for council.

The CHATRMAN. Are you a man of considerable means, Mr. Cunningham?

Mr. Cunningrzam. Well, pretty fairly at the present time.

The CuairMaN. Did you draw this money out of any bank?

Mr. CunnNiNngHAM. No, sir.

The CuaairmaN. How long had you had it in your pocket? :

Mr. Gouper. Mr. Senator, I think we have had that question up before, and
I advised him not to answer.

Mr. CunniNgHAM. I think I answered that before.

The CuairMan. I thought you might change your mind.

Mr. ConNiNnGEAM. No. You are so nice about it, anybody would change
their mind if he felt inclined to change it, Senator.

The CuairMaN. I desire to be nice to everybody.

Mr. CunningHAM. I know it; I have seen that since I have been here, the
last four days. .

The CrairMAN. You are the only man who has come here who has been unwill-
ing to tell where he got his money.

Mr. CunningaaM. Well, Senator, I am an American citizen. I was born in
the greatest American city to-day in the United States, Philadelphia, and I have
never been used to telling people where I went or what I done or how I made my
money, and I am too old now to change my thought of mind.

The CuairMaN. You just formed the habit of independence?

Mr. CunningHAM. I formed that habit through my late friend, Senator
Penrose. I guess I learned that trick from him—saving money and putting it
away and keeping it under cover. I have been with him, and I was his friend
to the day he died.

The CuairMAN. You say you learned this habit of putting it away from
Penrose?

Mr. CunNINGHAM. Yes, sir. He was a past master in not letting his right
hand know what his left hand done, and he dealt absolutely in cash. The ‘“long
green’’ was the issue.

The CuairmaN. Is there any danger involved in your right hand knowing
what your left hand does?
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Mr. ConningHaM. Well, I never let it be known.

The CuairMan. You do not even want to know, yourself?

Mr. Cun~NincuAaM. Sometimes I really do not.

The CrarrMan. And that is one of the attributes of independence in Pennsyl-
vania, is it?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Yes, sir.

The CuarrMan. That your right hand shall not know what your left hand
does?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Yes, sir. If a great many people would do that, there
would not be so much trouble in Chicago and other big cities. .

" The CuairMaN. That is, you mean by that, I think, Mr. Cunningham, that
if you do a thing secretly enough, so that nobody ever finds out about it, you
never have any trouble about it?

Mr. Cun~INGHAM. So long as you do it honestly it is all right, Senator.

The CHairMAN. And if you are doing it honestly, all the more reason for
secrecy, I presume?

Mr. GoLDER. Senator, are vou not really arguing with the witness?

The CuairMaN. I am trying to get the witness’s mental slant on this. Mr.
Cunningham, I want to be perfectly frank with you. It will be the duty of the
committee to report you to the United States Senate for contempt. That is
not a threat; we are not making threats. That is the fact. Then, of course, it
will have to be determined whether you have to answer these questions. What
the result may be will have to be determined by the Senate and possibly by the
courts. I think it is only fair to make that statement to you, and having made
it, I ask you if you adhere to the position you have taken in your various refusals
to answer.

Mr. GoLpER. Senator, vour voice dropped near the eud; I do not think Mr.
Cunningham heard all that you said.

The Cuairman. The stenographer will read my statement.

(The reporter read as follows:)

“Mr. Cunningham, I want to be perfectly frank with you. It will be the
duty of the committee to report you to the United States Senate for contempt.
That is not a threat; we are not making threats. That is the fact. Then, of
course, it will have to be determined whether you have to answer these questions.
What the result may be will have to be determined by the Senate and possibly
by the courts. I think it is only fair to make that statement to you, and having
made it, I ask you if you adhere to the position you have taken in your various
refusals to answer?”’

Mr. CunninaaaM. I do, Senator.

The Cuairman. Very well; that is all, sir.

Thomas W. Cunningham appeared before your committee in
Chicago, Ill., on July 29, 1926, having been previously sworn.

The testimony of the witness, Cunningham, speaks for itself.
Every epportunity was given the witness, Cunningham, to testify,
and, as his testimony fully discloses, he steadfastly and obdurately
refused to give your committee any information.

Your committee therefore reports the conduct of Thomas W.
Cunningham to the Senate.

Your committee respectfully reports that because of the recalci-
trance and refusal of said witnesses to answer the interrogatories
addressed to them, your committee was unable to ascertain and is
therefore unable to report the amounts of moneys which were col-
lected and expended, or the persons from whom collected, in order
to promote the nomination of Frank L. Smith.

Further, your committee was unable to ascertain and report as to
the methods which may have been employed and which may be
employed by unfair or dishonest means to secure nominations or
conduct elections, or to gather that character of information which
Congress is entitled to have in order that it may by proper legislation
safeguard the nomination and election of Members of the United
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States Senate. Your committee conceives the purpose for which it
was created to have been that it should ascertain not only whether
those seeking entrance into the Senate gained their apparent nomina-
tion and election by fair and honest means, but also to ascertain all
facts touching the methods of conducting elections which would be
of advantage to the Congress in framing proper statutes to govern
the conduct of elections.

Wherefore, your committee reports the facts as aforesaid to the
Senate for such further action as the Senate may deem mete and

proper. »
O



